“Mol: XXXL, No. 32. 


a he 








CASES REPORTED THIS WEEK... 


In the Solicitors’ Journal. In the Weekly Reporter. 
v, 


Boswell v. Coaks «.-cesecces+sse08 
Guardians of Croydon Union v. 

Guardians of Reigate Union .... 
J. Rawson (a Solicitor), Re 


509 


way one etaibiaan ¢o 577 
Outiler v. North London Railway .. 575 
Drew & Co. v. Josolyne 
Hatchard v. Mege. «coer ..--- see 
Hubbuck v. Helms ......+.---....- 

--eee 508 | Kingabridge Union v. Church- 
Oriental Bank Corporation, Re.... 507 wardens of East Stonehouse ... 580 
Le Ses Lea v. Cooke .......000 


Smith, Re, Lord v. Hayward Te 


N BO deve rbr+ tor coce 
ROE V- FIPS senovotercooes secs = Official Receiver, Ex parte, In re 











The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, JUNE 4, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


A sprctat Ruiz or Covet has been made authorizing the closing 
of the Court of Appeal, High Court, and the offices of the Supreme 
Court on the 21st inst. 





We print elsewhere new Rules of the Supreme Court for 
further carrying out the arrangements of the Chancery Chambers 
at Liverpool and Manchester. Rule 1 provides that originating 
summonses may be sealed and issued in the district registries of 
Liverpool and Manchester respectively, and appearances thereon 
entered in the same respective registries. Rule 2 enables petitions 
presented in those registries respectively, and requiring answer, to 
be answered in the name of one of the district registrars. 





Tue DELAY in getting costs taxed in the Chancery and Queen’s 
Bench Divisions, but more especially in the Chan Division, 
has for some years past engaged the serious consideratio ion of 
solicitors and suitors. In 1878-79 the Incorporated Law Society 
gave the subject much attention, and Saentel tally to the Lord 
Chancellor ‘upon it, the result of which was that one of the then 
members of the council (Mr. F. G. Davimson) was appointed a 
taxing master. We understand that the council have again given 
the subject attention, and have prepared a report, which they have 
brought to the notice of the proper authorities. There are some 
matters conducing to delay which seem to be capable of easy 
remedy. For instance, with regard to o — the pre- 
sent cumbrous and dilatory practice could be effectually 
remedied by adjourning the objections to a judge in chambers 
directly they are brought in, instead of waiting, as at present, for 
the master to write out his reasons for the disallowanves. If this 
suggestion were adopted, the judge could forthwith give the 
master directions, and in nine cases out of ten objections could 
be thus promptly disposed of. Should the parties be disposed to 
carry the matter further, they could do so in the ordinary course 
by means of a summons to review. Under the present system it 
is not an uncommon thing for a summons to proceed upon objec- 
tions to take several months. Again, one of the taxing masters of the 
Chancery Division should take daily, without formal appointments, 
all taxations in small matters, and, in giving appointments to 
proceed, the morning should be devoted to matters not taking 
much time, and the afternoon to long appointments. Queries 
should be disposed of at any time during which the master or his 
clerk are not engaged with parties actually before them. Havin 
regard to the number of bills which at the commencement 
each Long Vacation remain undisposed of, it may be suggested that 
each master, before closing his office, should report to the Lord 
Chancellor that all bills in his office have been taxed, or should 
append to his report a schedule of the bills which remain untaxed, 
giving the reason why each has not been dealt with. In the 
Queen’s Bench Division there is no delay in getting short bills 
taxed, either during the sittings or in the Long Vacation. The 
delay which exists in getting long bills taxed arises from the 
inconvenient system of allotting a taxation to the particular 
master to whom the action has been referred, and who has exclu- 
sively to deal with all applications in that action. This system, it 





a proper system 
regular attendance 

till two. To prevent 
suggested that three 


569 
te A to F, G to N, and O 


same division in every 

tions above made were 

towards facilitating the taxation 
arrears which now exist in some 





Tae acrration for repression of “indecent law reports” 
resulted in the introduction of a ge 2 ta 
epenis ‘ol -poconberts: 35-0020. 5 w,” whi 
backed by five members of the bar. The Bill 
any proceedings, civil i 
be lawlul for the court at any 
detaile of matters of an obscene 
ceedings, or in any specified part or 
lished in any newspaper, book, 
vertisement, or other printed document” ; and it : 
on summary conviction for breach of such order ane 
ment for not exceeding one month, or fine not ing , OF 
both imprisonment and fine. It will be observed that 
before magistrates, which are the proceedings most freq 
giving rise to the publication in country newspapers of “‘ matt 
of an obscene or indecent natare,” are left untouched by these 
anxious guardians of public morals. attention 
ently been exclusively fixed on 
more or less exal 
noticed that, while it is considered essential 
publication by “ prin document” of ‘ matters 
indecent nature,” it is apparently left open to 
lithographed copy of “details.” Clause 
heavy penalties imposed (1) the who 
printer who prints; (3) the sub-editor who “ pr 

” ; (4) the who “ 

prohibited report; (5) the publisher who 
newsvendor who sells; (7) every newsvendor 
any newspaper, Py after the order, containing 
the prohibited details. Apparently the 
penalties are the chief poe 
perhaps not the 
‘No person shall be liable to 
proves to the satisfaction of the 
without any negligence on the 
trusted with the management of 
vee coe eins order of 
publication.” As it would plainly be 
the newspapers or search for 
be necessary, if this singular 
boy in the streets, and every 
sale, to examine the law 
an —— details - 

ce or Divorce Registry 
hibitory order has been made. 
these penalties on cautious 
would be such that the 
other cases involvin 
the promoters of 
satisfaction which this 
in court. 


in 
time 
or 


only to a few score 
become quite a 





Tue Ramway anp 
the House of Lords to the 














$ 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


ey 





June 4, 1887. 








material alterations in to traffic, both in the interest of the 
traders. In the first place, the clause which enabled the com- 
missioners, in deciding a question of undue preference, to take into 
ion whether any difference of charge complained of was 
necessary for the purpose of securing traffic, has been amended by 
requiring the difference to be necessary for securing the traffic in 
the interests of the public, and by a proviso that the commissioners 
may direct that ‘‘ no bighe: charge shall be made to any person in 
respect of merchandize carried over a less distance than is made to 
another person for similar services in respect of the same descrip- 
tion and , aaa of merchandize carried over a greater distance on 
same.line of railway.” This, though it leaves everything to 
the discretion of the commissioners, is a great concession to the 
traders, the ne steering between the equal mileage rates 
system and the system of preferential rates at large. In the 
second place, the controversy between the companies and the 
traders as to the charge for stations is met by a provision that, in 
the new fates, when settled, ‘‘in the determination of terminal 
charges regard shall be had only to the expenditure reasonably 
necessary to provide the accommodation in respect of which such 
charges are made, irrespective of the outlay which may have been 
actually incurred by the railway company in providing that ac- 
commodation.” This is not very clearly expressed, but we take it 
to mean that no charges are to be made to meet the interest upon 
the capital used to build the stations, but that charges may be 
made keeping the stations and station appliances in proper 
orking order. We expect to see this amendment further 
amended in the interest of the traders, and it is material to point 
oyt that until the new rates come into effect—which may not be 
for some two or three years—the traders will have to pay for the 
whole expenses of the stations. Such we take to be the effect of 
the interpretation clause, which defines ‘‘terminal charges” as in- 
ling “charges in respect of stations, sidings, wharves, depdts, 
cranes, and other similar matters, and of any services 
eq ar ,»” inasmuch as the Act is to be read as one with 
J Traffic Acts of 1854 and 1873. But the question, whether or 
not the railway companies, pending the settlement of the rates to 
beé revised, are to become entitled to charge for stations, ought to 
have been more directly faced. 





‘Tae erzat and beneficent institution of property,” Lord 
Ootzumer told the Glasgow Juridical Society last week, “ rests 
mpon its general advantage,” and he added that ‘‘ the enjoyment 
of property must rest on the same foundation.” Perhaps we 
may be permitted to respectfully hint that this is as trite 
it. is true. The learned speaker seemed to suppose that 
distinction between the right of property and the mode 
of property was forgotten, which, considering 

ressing an assembly of lawyers, does 
have been particularly complimentary to his 
there is another distinction which we do not find 
learned Chief Justice in his address, and which 
be forgotten. The mode of enjoyment of property 
protected until the Legislature has altered it, however 
j t may seem to be opposed to the general ad- 
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of enjoyment of property would be very likely also to mistake an 
exhortation no doubt meant to stimulate legislation for a direct 
approval of the lawless disregard of private rights which seems to 
be every day becoming more prevalent ? 





Ir WAS FoR soME TIME been looked upon as settled law that there 
ean be no public right of fishing in non-tidal waters, even where 
the river in question is to some extent navigable (Pearce v. 
Scoitcher, 9 Q. B. D. 162). In that case Mr. Justice Grove 
is reported to have said that the case was determined by authority, 
and, after referring to the “rule” laid down in Hale De Jure 
Maris, and the Irish case of The Banne (Davis, 55), to have 
semarked that the cases cited against the claim made on behalf 
of the public were uniform and consistent with that rule. Under 
these circumstances, at first sight, it is somewhat surprising to 
read a Bill recently brought in by Mr. Broapaurst, which recites 
that ‘‘ doubts” have arisen as to the right of the public to fish in 
such rivers and streams in England as are public highways, and were 
not ‘‘in defence” in the reign of Henry II., and which proposes to 
enact that they “shall have the right to fish in all rivers or streams 
which are public highways, or over or upon which the public have 
free right of passage.” The only rights “saved” by the Bill are 
those in existence in the reign of Henry II., and which have since 
been continued. As the Bill purports to be a declaratory one, it is 
natural to inquire what grounds the promoters have for suggesting 
that the law is doubtful, and why they refer to the reign of 
Henry II. The answer to the inquiry is given in an opinion of 
a learned gentleman, which has been printed, in which, after going 
very elaborately into the early English law on the subject, he 
forms the following conclusions :—(1) every river that is in fact 
navigable for ships or boats is a ‘ public river” and a highway ; 
(2) an exclusive right of fishery is a royal franchise ; (3) the grant 
of any franchise of fishery is void by Magna Charta, c. 16, unless 
the franchise was in existence in the reign of Henry II. He 
cites a considerable number of extracts from hundred rolls and 
other ancient authorities to shew that it was unlawful for a 
private person to take possession of fisheries (even in fresh water) 
which had been public before. He does not say that the decision 
in Pearce v. Scotcher is not law, but points out that it is not 
consistent with our earlier law, and that the question has never 
been decided by an English Court of Appeal. ‘The Bill, it would 
appear, ought to one, not to declare, but to amend, the law, 








CONTINGENT LIABILITIES IN BANKRUPTCY. 


Taz case of Morgan v. Hardy (ante, p. 346, 18 Q. B. D. 646), 
recently decided in the Court of Appeal, raised a somewhat im- 
portant question of bankruptcy law. We apprehend that the 
principle of the decision will apply to the existing Bankruptcy 
Act, though the case arose under the repealed Act of 1869, the 
provisions of the two Acts, in pari materia, being very similar. 
The facts of the case were these. The assignee of a term of 
years covenanted to indemnify the lessees against damages for 
breach of a covenant to yield up the demised premises in repair at 
the end of the term. Eight years before the term expired, the 
assignee filed a petition for liquidation by arrangement under the 
Bankruptcy Act, and obtained an order of discharge. The lessees 
tendered no proof in the liquidation in respect of the assignee’s 
possible liability at the end of the term upon his covenant to in- 
demnify ; but after the term expired they claimed indemnity from 
him in an action in respect of damages recovered against them by 
the lessor for breach of the covenant to yield up the premises in 


It was held by the majority of the court (Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) 
that the claim of the lessees was barred under section 49 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, by the order of discharge, because the 
effect of section 31 was to make the assignee’s future and con- 
tingent liability on his covenant for indemnity a debt provable in 
the liquidation, unless the lessees obtained an order of the court 
declaring it to be a liability incapable of being yo 3 estimated. 
The Master of the Rolls unfortunately dissented, holding that the 
lessees’ claim was not barred by the order of discharge, because 
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the assignee’s liability was at the date of the liquidation proceed 


ings incapable of being estimated at all, and the provisions of 
section 31 did not apply to such a liability. 


We cannot help thinking that the view taken by the majority of | 


the court was sounder and more in accordance with the expedi 
of the case than that taken by the Master of the Rolls. * One 
reason, and a very strong one for so deciding, seems to be 
derivable from the well-known history of the law of bankru 
and the general scope of the legislation in regard to this subject. 


This point is so fully developed in the judgment of Bowen, L.J., | q+, 


and the cases referred to by him, that it would be useless to dwell 
upon it at length. One of the well-known objects of a law of 
bankruptcy is to give a bankrupt a fresh start in life. Under the 
older enactments a bankrupt was left subject oftentimes ‘to 
liabilities which could not be proved in bankruptcy owing to their 
contingent nature; and we have always supposed it to be almost a 
truism that the general scope of the subsequent legislation was to 
free a bankrupt in the most absolute manner possible from all 
liabilities. 

The argument that appears to have weighed principally with the 
Master of the Rolls seems to have been that it could not be that 
the Legislature intended what, as a matter of business, would be 
an absurd and idle formality to be gone through; that, when the 
liability was obviously incapable of being estimated, it would be 
useless to go through the ceremony of asking the trustee to put 
an estimate upon it; and that the Legislature could only mean 
the provisions to apply when the machinery given by them was, in 
the nature of things, applicable. We are not convinced oo argu- 
ment, forcible as it may at first sight appear. We think i 
shewn that it is not idle to apply the machinery given by the statute 
to the case of any liability however incapable of being estimated. 
The broad object of the legislation is admitted to be to free the 
bankrupt as completely as is reasonably possible from all Jiabilities. 
It is, however, recognized by the Legislature that, in the case of 
some liabilities, if may be so absolutely impossible from their 


nature to estimate them, that they cannot be provable, and |; 


therefore, ex necessitate rei, the bankrupt must remain liable. But 
how and when is this capability or incapability of being estimated 
to be ascertained? It must either be ascertained at the time of 
the bankruptcy or afterwards in the action brought to enforce the 
liability. We should say that on every ground it is more conve- 
nient that it should be ascertained at the period of the bankruptcy 
—the period to which the possibility or impossibility of estimating 
the liability has relation—than perhaps after a long interval at the 
time when the action is brought. The circumstances with relation 
to which its capacity for being estimated are to be judged are those 
existing at the time of the bankruptcy. Again, there is this 
great advantage in having the question determined at ‘the time 
of the bankruptcy, that this enables the bankrupt to know how 
he stands. If it be determined that the liability can be proved, 
he starts again a free man; if not, he knows, at any rate, of 
the possible liability, and is not left with an uncertainty hanging 
over his head. 

The fallacy, if we may respectfully say so, of the Master of the 
Rolls’ view appears to us to be that he assumes too much the exist- 
ence of an obvious absolute line of demarcation between liabilities 
that are capable, and those that are incapable, of being estimated. 
We doubt whether it would be found in practice that the incapa- 
city of a liability for teing estimated would be so’ certain and 
obvious @ priort; and therefore great uncertainty might arise; 
the bankrupt would not know whether he was free or not, and it 
might be a difficult question afterwards, in an action brought on 
the liability, to say whether it came on one side of the line or the 
other. Surely it is obviously. much better that the question 
should be determined at once upon the bankruptcy. 
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J. Rigby. Q.0., Mr. F. A. ae Q.0., Mr. F. 
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4. Registration generally.—Under the Act cf 1875 no 
application for a qualified title could be made. The process was 
ly for an absolute title, and then to accept a qualified one. 


ew clause 22 enables the application for a qualified titlet» be — 


made direct. 
By (new) clause 23 undivided shares in any 1 ind or charge, and 
or of honses held as freeholde, may be 
i Such interests would then to come uader 
compulsion clauses, especially as there is no such note to 
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(clause 28 (2) (3) and Act of 1875, s. 1 seneee 

to effect the raising of the certificate of title into a more trustworthy 
substitute for title deeds than it is now. The frequency of cases 
where the certificate was in the hands of a third party, cor 
compel its production under 
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follows :—She may be registered as 

entitled to the rents and profits he may “be registered as’ 
proprietor, and in such cases, and only in such cases, she Sail be 
separately examined before making any ; 

the usual registry rules will apply ; the husband, however 
power to be registered as 

Power to appeal to the court on a refusal of the board to register 
is given (new clause 35 (3) ). 

5. Law of real property (Part 
as follows :—Husbands and wi 
option of taking their curtesy, dower, freebench, &c., estates 
under the old law if married before the passing of the Act. The 
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x 
present meaning; when used as conferring a beneficial interest on 
_& person or of persons, it shall have its present meaning in 
documents executed before the Act, but shall mean “ next of kin” 
in future documents; and, when used in any other way, shall 
“mean “ representatives.” 
SMB; itors will be interested in observing the bearing of the 
‘atiendments on the employment of agents by landowners. New 
“elause- 53. (4) alludes to “‘ officers employed on behalf of the 
applicants for registration or other persons dealing with the Land 
, sfer- Office,” who are to be ‘remunerated by such fees by the 
parties as may be prescribed.” The words of the clause have 
"raised an apprehension that an opening is thus given for the 
‘employment of agents other than solicitors to transact legal business 
‘for applicants. It may be, however, that the clause only con- 
Sdiniplctes the employment, at fixed rates, of some such persons as 
the licensed surveyors who have so greatly facilitated the details 
‘of registration under the Torrens’ Acts; or even the accrediting of 
‘solicitors themselves to act for and as officers of the Land Transfer 
‘Office in receiving and forwarding applications—a system which, if 
it could be carried out, would be likely enough to prove a con- 
‘siderable benefit to the Land Transfer Office and the landowners 


also. 

«<The old clause 45 empowered her Majesty by Order in Council 
to make district registries of the High Court, and any other offices 
created by Act of Parliament, to be auxiliary to the board. The 
nding new clause (56) adds clerks of the peace, clerks 
of: Land Tax Commissioners, clerks to justices, or registrars of 
‘county courts, to the list. This addition makes it appear 
likely that an attempt will be made to utilize the local know- 
edge possessed by these personages, who, moreover, are mostly 
soliciters. The provision will also enable a very large number of 
focal receiving officers, so to speak, to be created: the beneficial 


Fesults of such a step, if such a step be contemplated, would prob- ph 


ably be considerable. 


. This concludes the observations we think it advisable to make on 
the amendments at this stage of the Bill. We have not adverted 
to matters of minute interest, or to verbal difficulties except when 
thrown in our way from other causes, our object being to discover 
and set forth, as far as possible, the general intentions of the framers 
of the amendments, leaving questions of exact detail, and even of 
epnatruction also, to a later period, when the final form of the 
measure becomes more accurately known. 








REVIEWS. 
PERPETUITIES. 


THe RvLE AGAINST PERPETUITIES. By Jonn CHIPMAN Gray, 
- Royall Professor of Law in Harvard University. Boston: Little, 
* Brown, & Co. 
- The learning and industry of Professor Gray are known to the 
lawyers of this country through his book on Restraints upon Alienation, 
which was reviewed by us some time ago. The present work is of 
larger éxtent, but deals with a closely kindred subject. The policy 
of the American law so nearly resembles, upon these pacts, the 
poliey of the English, that even the later development of the former 
throws light upon the latter. Until the Declaration of Independence, 
the one law was practically identical with the other; but the doc- 
tzine of perpetuities is of such recent invention that many of its 
most im orig we remained at that date in a crude or 
sick sontiden, rofessor Gray is as much at home when 
English authorities as when appealing to those of his own 
and there are few English lawyers who might not gather 
of view, and some important details of information, 
t work, The learned author is a man with the 
is convictions, and he speaks his mind with a refreshing 
that creeping obscurity which seems always afraid to 
w what the writer really means. We shall not deny 
we have found in his pages some propositions from which we 
We do not agree with his opinion that “the Statute Quia 
put an end to qualified feos” (s. 36, p. 25), The fact, 
the learned author, that ‘‘ Mr. Sanders was the first author 
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to distinctly , or at any rate to distinctly state” this pro- 
position, is by itself to cast some suspicion upon its correct- 
ness; for it mot very probable that so important an 


those of Mr, Sanders. Nor are we at all convinced by Professor 
Gray’s reasoning, that conditions at the common law annexed 
to legal estates are within the Rule against Perpetuities sane 
303, pp. 213—216). The information which follows the - cited 
, shewing that the American courts are much of our opinion, is 

ighly interesting. On the other hand, we cheerfully concede to the 
learned author that his explanation of the origin of Lord Coke’s 
doctrine, that, on the ae a of a corporation, there occurs a 
reverter t the donor, and not = escheat to the lord, is at least 
exceeding’ y ingenious and plausible (s. 48, p. 35). But even upon 
those points in which we differ from Asie: Gray we have derived 
much advantage from his careful and clear treatment, which never 
fails to illustrate any subject with which he deals. In conclusion, as 
& warning to any among ourselves who may be too eager to substitute 
the conciseness of a new Act ef Parliament for the more prolix 
security of settled authorities, we would call attention to the frightful 
list of cases given at pp. 442—444, which are due to the recent 
labours of the American statute-mongers. ‘‘Since the passage of the 
Revised Statutes,” says Professor Gray, ‘‘ there have been over one 
hundred and seventy reported case son questions of remoteness, . . . 
This enormous amount of litigation is, perhaps, as striking an illus- 
a as could be found of the dangers attending radical legisla- 

mn,’ 


MAGISTERIAL FORMULIST. 


A GENERAL FoRMULIST FOR USE IN JusTICcES’ CLERKS’ OFFICES, 
INCLUDING THE CONSOLIDATED Forms, 1886, THE FoRMS FOR 
INDICTABLE OFFENCES, AND SPECIAL ForMS FOR THE GENERAL 
PRACTICE OF sUcH OFFICES. By TEMPLE CHEVALLIER MARTIN, 
Chief Clerk of the Lambeth Police Court. Knight & Co. 


The ye oh this book is given in the title. It does not pretend 
to be an absolutely complete collection of forms for use in magis- 
terial practice, but it contains all the forms in most ordinary use. 
The forms given are, generally speaking, as far as practicable com- 
ete and ready for use, and provide for cases requiring two or more 
justices, a petty sessional court, or other special description of juris- 
diction. ) ions expressing alternative offences or portions 
requiring to be altered are printed in italics, so as to call the atten- 
tion of the clerk to them at once. The forms are not usually 
unnecessarily multiplied, but we confess we do not see any reason 
for inserting a form of ordinary landlord’s notice to quit under 
the Small Tenements Act, or heading such notice with the Royal 
Arms. The Rules under the Sum Jurisdiction Act, 1879, and 
the Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, are prefixed to the forms. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 
CITY LAW SOCIETY AND LIBRARY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journol.) 


Sir,—Mr. Low’s revival of an idea many times broached seems to 
me to be worth consideration. I have myself been more than once 
invited during the last fifteen years to take an active part in forming 
a City society, but I have held aloof, as the proposals hitherto have 
been rather antagonistic to the Incorporated Law Society, which, I 
think, is approaching the matter at the wrong end. 

But I have always been of opinion that the Law Society proper 
should be divided into two parts—namely, the tribunalistic and the 
useful—and if a sort of City annexe to the latter could be formed I 
would willingly cc-operate in purse and person. 

We City men certainly want a local library and a law club too, 
within hail of the Bank of England. I mean for lunch only, as few 
of us wish to stop in the City after office work. I should have joined 
the Chancery-lane Club years ago but for its distance, a question I 
seriously considered when the District Line opened and brought us 
by train to St. Stephen’s and other West-end clubs in less time and 
with less fatigue than one could walk to Chancery-lane. 

Whilst I agree that a handy law library and club are desirable, 
I see no reason why any City man, because he cannot conveniently 
get to Chancery-lane, should needlessly attack the parent institution, 
There is room enough for all. Francis K. Munron. 
95a, Queen Victoria-street, May 31. 





THE NEW CHANCERY JUDGE. 
|To the Kditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.! 
Sir,—It seems to me that there is no power to appoint a new 
chancery judge, or to amalgamate the offices of the chancery taxing 
masters and registrars with the offices of the chief clerks of the 
ena judges, without a s Act. of Parliament for the purpose. 
t is to 
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of the statute remained for about five centuries 
ea. from the eyes of all men, to be revealed only then to 
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fessor Sep ereaere nee 
—_ - for the ma nm of the needed additional chancery jndge | oe 
99 — y attempting to e such appointment conditional on their 
- cited able to carry the amalgamation scheme. x x CASES OF THE WEEK. a gt 
ion, is I Jooved in your issue of the 19th of February last that the annual KNIGHT v. COALES—O, A. No. 1., 27th May. oat 
to the profits in the chancery taxing masters’ offices amounted to £14,000 a | Praacrice—Computsony Rersxswcs—Marren or Mane Accounr—Rerar- 
Joke’s year. Is not that fund sufficient to pay for the additional judge? | xxcz or Oruex Issves—Common Law Pnocenurs Act, 1854, 8. 3.— 
me : ~—. it “" : . a BC Jupicaturs Act, 1873, 8. 57. 3 ‘ 
; leas ith reference to the amalgamation eme, I suggest | In an action to recover £53 arrears furnished 
upon that the whole matter, when formulated by the committee now | the laintiff to the Sctawtaat, and 8 fur dllopidotinns anal becekagen, 
prived sitting, should be submitted by the Lord Chancellor to the Council of | the Sefendant, as to the rent, pleaded that the plaintiff agreed to accept a 
never the Incorporated Law Society to consider, and that a meeting of | new tenant in place of the defendant at an increased rent, and to take the 
— ” the ae rs of ee society should be convened to discuss the | atrears no out of a oy ry profit rental, = a ae 
titu' same and report their views thereon through their council, To | Were any dilapidations. udge at on ny ea : 
prolix attempt to pass an Act of Parliament without that being done would, | Plsivtiff, referred the whole cause to the referee for trial, sider 
ghtful I believe and hope, be futile. JamEs Rawrinson. | S¢ction 57 of the Judicature Act, 1873, on Goprend became ai ® 
recent Upper Holloway, N. ee eee within section 3 of Common Procet 
of the ct, , and this order was affirmed by the Divisional Court. 
he defendant appealed, and the question was whether the court has 
a8 Gaels tent under Geniod of the Onis ne Paecatas Sek 100. 
ie Sr iavi tan ete mnie Eo cae ae 
- “ .D. a ¥. . N. were 
sheer ane = wise Ret ae i Banoo: ) consider hater tas hie 
© a suer, M.R., it was unnecessary to 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, MAY, 1887. matter could be com y referred under section 3, as it was cletr 
1, Dripmeting summonses may be sealed and issued the district ne where — oo — ae aon saben = = a 
rICES, registri i 1 and Mancheste tively, section udicature j issues 
| FOR thereon shali be entered. in the same respective registries; and the | oauee to the official referee for trial. Fax and Lovas, L.JJ.. said that, it 
ERAL provisions of the Rules of the Supreme Court, and in particular of the matter consisted in part of matter of mere account, the court had 
eTIN : 2 4 jurisdiction, under section 3 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854; to ; 
, Order LV., Rules 20 and 23, shall be applied accordingly. : 
“ye - Ae hee . refer either the that was matter of mere account or the whole matter. of 
2. Petitions preseated in the district registries of Liverpool and | y¢ Qockburn. 0.J., in Clow ¥. meant to say that in such a case p< 
rene | Manchester respectively, and requiring answer, shall be answered in | there was no jurisdiction to refer the whole matter, they could not agree ‘ 
agis- the name of one of the district registrars of the same respective | with him. Their construction of the section was consistent with ali the s 
y use. registries ; and the Rules of the Supreme Court, and in particular | cases. The discretion to refer the whole matter, however, should be i 
eetns Order LXII., Rule 18, shall, as regards such petitions, be construed | exercised with extreme caution, as the matter of account should not be a 
wate as if the district registrars of Liverpool and Manchester respectively | subordinate to the other issues, but should be a substantial issue in itrel?. a 
juris- were mentioned in place of the registrars of the Chancery Division. | —Covunser, Lumley Smith, Q.C., and @. A, Reove; Channell, Q0., and x 
ol 3, These rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court | 7: ¥- Chitty. Soxrcrrons, BR. Welle; Harvey ¢ Capron. ig 
hon. May, 1887, and shall come into operation on the sixth day of June, ae a 
ually 1887. GUARDIANS OF CROYDON UNION +. GU or ee 
ae § (Signed) Hatssury, C. REIGATE UNION—C. A. No. 1, 25th ° ibis“ ee 
ander CoLERine®, C.J. Poor Law—SurrtementT—Onip unper Sixtzsn—Winowzp Morasn— 
Royal a ea ee Drvipgp Panisugs Acr, 1876 (39 & 40 Vier. c. 61), s. 35......\ 
, and hp FESS, SEPM Special case stated under 12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, s. 11, on appeal against an 
18, Natuu. Linney, LJ. order adjudging the pauper, 8 child under the ~ he of sixteen, to be 
Epw. Fry, LJ. legally settled at P the Croydon. Union. pauper was . 
C. E. Porzock, B. Sonne & ees and his wife, Emma . Emma 
Henry Manisty, J. was in the parish of in the Reigate Union, which was her ‘ 
May 26, 1887. maiden enone Satan never pny any subsequent settlement ip * 
wlee sootenans to uigayte tii Creyéon Vatu, aad open cheesousas athe 5 
: Gibraltar, where he was joined by his wife, who resided there ever since. 3 
er ae ee Richard died at . The Divisional Court (A. b. Smith and : 
RULE oF THE SUPREME CouRT as TO CoURTS AND OFFICES. Grantham, JJ.), following the decisions in Maidstone Union ¥. Holborn 3 
ns to ‘ Union (17 Q. B. D. 817) and Ki Union v. Bast Stonchouse (18 
once It shall not be necessary for the Court of Appeal or the High | Q. B. D. 528), quashed the order, that the pauper child took is i 
ming Court of Justice to sit, or for the several offices of the Supreme Court | settlement of its widowed mother in the Union. 
i ome to be open, on Tuesday, the twenty-first day of June, 1887, being the | Tux Covar or Arrzat (Lord Eeuze, M.R., and Sa) et this 
ch, I day on which the completion of fifty years of Her Majesty’s reign is | decision. They said that in section 35 of the Divided Act, 1876, 
ssgoeaprensanrs her Geceseed, hesbend's, oaibemeahs As $08 ein: eater ehctead te 
: s a 
reper geet) eee section said that it was to take the settlement of its father or of its a 
Esuxn. MR: widowed mother, as the case might be. That meant that, if its father mM 
ed I : were alive, it was to take his settlement ; if the father were dead and its 
James HANNEN, Pres. P.D.A. | mother alive, it was to take ite widowed mother's settlement. ‘The i 
) too, Natuu. Liypiry, LJ. widowed mother did not retain her deceased husband's settlement, bat 4 
| few Epw. Fry, LJ. reverted to her original settlement. Hence in this case the child took its a 
ined C, E. Pottock, B. widowed mother’s maiden settlement in the Reigate Union.—Oounsat, ee 
ion I Henry Manisry, J. Charles, Q.O., and Burleigh Muir ; omen QO,, and Mead. Soxrctrons, a 
wy May 26, 1887. Morrisons, for G. C. Morrison, Reigate; West, King, Adams, ¢ Oo. e.. 
d ; 
But Re THE ORIENTAL BANK OCORPORATION—O. A. No. 2% 27th 
able, May. : ee 
ently It is stated that at the adjourned inquest at Ipswich on Thured Courany—Wixpina ur—SaLp or Assere—Sarrine aston Coxraact aN 
quest a on ay (see ' a 
tion. ante, p. 449), being the tout occasion on which the jury had met, Sancrionxp 1x Cuampans—Companizs Acr, 1962, . 95. j - 
IN. baving on previous occasions refused to act unless the coroner withdrew j 
his decision excluding from the nance the tatives of the 
press, the coroner read a communication which he received from the 
Lord Chancellor, upholding his view as to the exercise of the coroner’s 
discretion in allowing publicity. 
It is stated that a case, which has arisen out of the recent earthquake 
at Diano Marino, will shortly be decided before an Italian court. Two 
new adjoining houses at Diano. Marino belon to two different families 
xing were destroyed by the earthquake, and the tants were all killed. 
' the When the ruins were removed, the sum of 200,000 france was found 
D088. among oe eineie. R. was a og yo = gery hod ig aon ~ 
a money belonged, and no member o er yes epeak 
Kh 2 the ownership of the money. 
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unfair to purchasers and prejudicial to vendors. He, therefore, refused 
the motion. On the it was argued that the sale was not one which 
‘was authorized by on 95 of the Companies Act, 1862. 


Taz Cover or Arrrat (Corroy, Linp1zy, and Bowsgn, L.JJ.) affirmed 
the decision. They were of opinion that the sale was authorized by sec- 
tion 95, and that Chitty, J., had exercised his discretion upon sufficient 
evidence. The Court of Appeal ought not therefore to interfere.—Coun- 
ext, Rigby, Q.C., Romer, Q.C., and F. B. Palmer; Sir H. Davey, Q.C., 
Zathem, Q.C., and 7. H. Wright ; Sir H. James, Q.0., Maclean, Q.C., 
and Vernon R. Smith. Souicrrons, Hollams, Son, § Coward ; Freshfields ¢ 
Williams ; Linklaters ¢ Co. 


Re SMITH, LORD +. HAYWARD—Kay, J., 24th May. 


Wu1t—Consraverion—Girr To Ourtpren or A Deceasep Person— WHETHER 
DCHILDREN ENTITLED 1N Deravit or CHILDREN. 


The testator made separate gifts of thares in his residuary estate 
im favour of the children of two of his deceased brothers and a deceased 
sister, who should be living at his (tvstator’s) death, each gift being 

Toe sister had Jeft one only child surviving her, and 
he had died before the date of the will, leaving two children, who sur- 
vived the testator. And it appeared that the testator was aware of these 
facts. There were living at the testator’s death children of both the 

rs. The question was now raised by summons whether, 
under the gift in favour ot the children of the sister, her grandchildren 
were entitled to take. 


Kav, J., held that they were entitled. His lordship said that the law 
seemed to be this :—If a testator gave a legacy to the children of a 
whom he mentioned as being dead, and at the date of the will 
were not children, but only grandchildren, then they were held to 

be entitled on the —_ of ‘‘ ut res magis valeat.”” But where a testator 
his property in a mass to the children of deceased persons, some of 
whom had left children who survived, and others only grandchildren, the 
court held it too difficult to construe ‘‘children ’’ in two different senses. 
» again, in a case where the testator on the face of his will shewed an 
intention of using the term in its normal sense, by mentioning grand- 
children as well as children. In the present case the testator had divided 
his residue into shares, in each case using the word ‘‘children’”’ as the 
class to take. It was, therefore, possible that, in one case, he meant 
children to take, and that in another, where he knew there were no 
children, he meant grandchildren. His lordship felt himself, therefore, 
entitled to take the more liberal view, especially as there would other- 
wise be an intestacy as to the share.—Counsei, Zremictt; Byrne; Dauney. 
Sosctrons, Prior, Church, ¢ Adams, for Phileox, Burwash ; Byrne § Lucas, 
for 4. 8. § Son, Chatham; Kingsford, Dorman, ¢ Co., for W. H. 
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WIGRAM v. FRYER—North, J., 26th May. 


Baszment—Onstavcrion sy Lesszz or Pustic Bopy—Insuncrion or Com- 
PENSATION—MeETROPOLITAN StrzETs Improvements Acts, 1877 anp 1882 
—Lanps Oxavses Consonrpation Act, 1845, s. 68. 


A question arose in this case as to the effect of the Metropolitan Streets 
T.aprovements Acts of 1877 and 1882. The action was brought to restrain 
the defendant from obstructing the plaintiffs’ ancient lights by some new 
bnildings which he was erecting. The Act of 1877 empowered the 
Metropolitan Board of Works to make certain new streets. It incor- 
—— the provisions of the Lands Clauses Acts, and empowered the 

etropolitan Board to take the lands delineated in cer deposited 
were and to purchass the easements they should require to extinguish. 

‘tion 33 contained a recital that it was expedient to provide accomm»- 
dation for such of the labouring classes as would be displaced by the in- 
tended improvements. It provided that the board should for that 

acquire or appropriate the lands coloured blue on certain de- 

plans, which included the land on which the defendant was 

, and that the board should sell or lease the samo on building 
Jease for the purpose of providing such accommodation, with power to 
contract with the purchaser or lessee as to the design of the dwellings 
to be erected. It was provided by the Act of 1882 that, in the exercise 
of the ee conferred by the Act of 1877, one portion of the land 
should be cleared and artizans’ dwellings constructed on it; and that, 
when those dwellings had been constructed, the buildings on a second 
of the land, which included the defendant’s land, should be 
and a second set of artizans’ dwellings constructed thereon. 
Section 3 of the Act of 1882 repealed some of the provisions of section 33 
the Act of 1877. The defendant was a sub-lessee of a person who 
taken a lease of part of the second portion of land from the board, 
lease obliging the lessee to erect zans’ dwellings on the demised 
land Benson, Dae certain plans and elevations. The principal question 
was plaintiffs’ remedy was by way of injunction, or whether 
they were only entitled to compensation under section 68 of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act as for lands ‘‘ injuriously affected.” 


Norrn, J., held that the principles of Clark v. The London School Board 
120) ana The Duke of Bedford v. Dawson (20 Ey. 353) applied, and 
made no difference that the buildings were being erected by a 
of the board instead of by the board themselves. The plaintiffs’ 
‘was by compensation under section 68. His lordship was also of 
that the board had, by implication under the Act of 1882, powers 
to those which were conferred on them by section 33 of the 
1877.—Counset, Cozens-Hardy, Q.0., and Byrne; Giffard, Q.0., 
Soxtcrrons, Bowman § Crawley-Boevey ; Benbow, Saltwell, $ 
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MURRAY v. STEPHENSON—Q. B. Div., 27th May. 


True ror Service or Srectatuy-1nporsep Wait—R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 64, 
; r. ll 


In this case the writ of summons, which was specially indorsed, was 
served on the defendant at 11 o’clock at night on Saturday, April 30, 
1887. On the 9th of May, the defendant not having entered an appear- 
ance, the plaintiff signed judgment in default under ord. 13, r. 3, and 
execution was issued thereon. ‘he defendant then applied at chambers 
to have the judgment and execution set aside, on the ground that the 
writ, having been served after 2 o’clock on Saturday, was, by ord. 64, r. 
11, to be deemed to have been served on the following Monday, and, 
therefore, judgment could not properly be signed in default of appearance 
till the 10th of May. Huddleston. B., ordered the judgment and execu- 
tion to be set aside. The plaintiff appealed, and it was argued on his 
behalf that ord. 64, r. 11, applied only to Se summonses, and 
other like documents, and not to writs, and that a specially-indorsed 
writ, although the indorsement was to be deemed to be a statement of 
claim, was still a writ and not a pleading: Vealew. Automatic Boiler 
Feeder (Limited) (ante, p. 364, 35 W. R. 454, 18 Q. B. D. 631). On the part 
of the defendant it was admitted that ord. 64, r. 11, did not apply to 
ordinary writs, but it was said that there was a distinction between an 
ordinary writ and a specially-indorsed writ, and that the latter was a 
pleading: Robertson v, Howard (26 W. R. 683,3C. P. D. 280). And by 
section 100 of the Judicature Act, 1873, ‘‘ pleading’’ was to include any 
summons and also the statements in writing of the claim or demand of 
any plaintiff. 

Tus Court (Marnzw and A. L. Swmiru, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 
They said that by the old well-established practice a writ might be served 
at any time. Under the Common Law Procedure Act specia! indorse- 
ments on writs were first used, and under the Judicature Acts the use of 
them was extended. Ord. 64, r. 11, provided for the service within 
limited hours of certain documents, but writs were excluded. It was said 
for the defendant that in the care of a specially-indorsed writ its character 
as a writ was absorbed in its character as a pleading. But two strange 
consequences would follow from such a doctrive. First, there would be 
no need for a defendant who had been served with a specially-indorsed 
writ to take any step for ten days; and, secondly, no specially-indorsed 
writ could be served during the Long Vacation. As to section 100 of the 
Judicature Act, that did not refer to writs of summons. Therefore a 
specially-indorsed writ, like an ordinary writ, might be served at any 
hour.—Counsst, Bray; Raven. Souscrrors, Elliott ¢ Ash; Gasquet ¢ 
Metcalfe. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte LOVERING & O0O., Re AYSHFORD—Cave, J., 3rd 
May. 

Re-neaninc—Degp or Assianment—Money Parp at Request or Crepi- 
Trors—Bankgurtcy—Aprriication To Trustez vor RepaymMent—Con- 
SENT OF Creprrors—Costs—Banxxurtcy Act, 1883, s. 4, Sun-secrion 
1 (a) 

This was an application by Lovering & Co., accountants, asking the 
court to re-hear a motion made by them on November 22 last, for an 
order directing the official receiver, as trustee in the bankruptcy, to repay 
to them the sum of £48 6s. 8d. which they had paid for the benefit of the 
creditors. In June, 1886, the debtor executed an assignment of his 
estate for the benefit of his creditors, and Lovering & Co. were instructed, 
by the trustees of euch assignment, to prepare a statement of the debtor’s 
affairs. A private meeting of the creditors was held on July 7, 1886, at 
which the landlord of the debtor’s premises, to whom £48 6s. 8d. was 
due for rent, was present, and he intimated to the meeting that uvless 
his claim for rent was paid he should distrain. Lovering was present at 
the meeting, and in order to save the Joss which would be caused to the 
estate if the landlord realized the goods under the distress, he, at the re- 
quest of the creditors, advanced the amount of the rent due, it being 
understood that he was to be recouped out of the first moneys coming in 
on account of the estate, the esting hesoe agreed to accept a composi- 
tion of 5s. in the pound, secured. e debtor, however, failed to find the 
necessary security, and on July 8, 1886, a meron, fg was made 
against him. Application was subsequently made by Lovering & Co. to 
the official receiver, as trustee in the bankruptcy, for repayment of the 
£48 6s. 8d., but the official receiver declined to do so without an order of 
the court, and on November 22, 1886, application was made to the court 
for this purpose, but there being no evidence before it that the payment 
was made at the request of the creditors the application was refused. 
Application was now made to re-hear and decide the case, and, in the 
meantime, in addition to the evidence required, a request for repayment 
to the applicant, signed by a majority in number and value of the credi- 
tors had n filed. On behalf of the applicant, it was urged that the 
case came within the principle laid down in Ex parte Mutton (14 Eq. 178), 
the question being whether the payment had benefited the estate, and, if 
80, the estate could not take that benefit without recouping the money. 
On the other hand the official receiver, while submitting that the payment 
in question was a mere voluntary one, repayment of which could not be 
enforced, was de-irous of doing what was right under the circumstances. 

Cave, J., said that, with reference to the question of re-hearing, it was 
impossible to found such an application on the materials previously pre- 
sented to the court. The court ought not, except in a case of clear 
mistake, to be asked to re-hear on the same as were put before 
it on the former occasion. On the other hand, if different materials were 
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found an application to re-hear might be made to the court by 
indulgence. In the present case there were materials which t 
have been brought to the notice of {the court, and the 

re-hear would therefore be granted. Then, as to the general ight 
anyone to recover in similar cases to the present, he certainly not 


intend to lay down a rule and establish a precedent that anyone who made 
a payment with his eyes open after an act of bankruptcy could come down 
on the trustee and ask for repayment on the that the estate had 
reaped a benefit. The case of Ez parte Mutton (14 Eq. 178) went to the 
very extreme limit. There was no rule of law which entitled a man who 
made a voluntary payment to recover that payment from the person who 
might be benefited by it; and he should be slow to introduce a different 
rule into bankruptcy. It was = of the duty of a judge to be 
generous with the money of the creditors. In the present case the cir- 
cumstances were favourable to the applicant. He was not a volunteer 
altogether, because he was requested to make the payment by some of the 
principal creditors. The payment had undoubtedly benefited the estate, 
and the official receiver admitted that under similar circumstances he himself 
would have made it. There was also the very important fact which was 
not before the court in November, and which great weight both with 
regard to granting the leave to re-hear and to the present decision—viz., 
that after they were in a position to judge if the oe was beneficial 
or not the majority of creditors in number and value had said that it was 
beneficial, and had expressed their willingness that repayment should be 
made. If there was any doubt as to how far the payment had been 
beneficial he should have ordered repayment to the extent of the benefit 
to the estate, but here the whole payment was beneficial. If it had not 
been made the landlord would have distrained, and there would have been 
the expenses of the distress to pay. It was not reasonable that the court 
should require that every creditor should consent, and where payment was 
made at the request of the creditors, and a majority afterwards 
that repayment should be made, he did not think the court would go too 
far if it made an order. The estate, however, should not be put to 
expense. It was right under the circumstances that the applicant should 
get his money back; but it would not be right that the creditors, 
especially those who did not specifically consent, should be put to further 
expense. Therefore, although the order would be made to repay the 
£48 6s. 8d., the official receiver must retain his costs of the hearing out of 
that amount and hand over the balance to the applicant.—Counsz1, 
Herbert.Reed. Souscrrons, Rooks § Co; W. W. Aldridge. 





CASES AFFECTING SULICITORS. 


BOSWELL v. COAKS—North, J., 26th May. 


Costs—Taxation — Severance or Dezrenoants—Discretion or Taxine 
Master—“ Rerzesuees’’—R. 8. C., 1883, LXV., 29, 48. 


This action was brought to set aside a sale of an estate pur autre vie 
which formed part of the estate of a testator whose estate was being 
administered by the court. The sale was made, under an order of the 
court in the administration action, to Coaks and Bunyon, two of the 
defendants in the present action, who bought as trustees for themeelves 
and four other persons, who were also defendants to this action. The 
ground for setting aside the sale was that Coaks occupied a fid 
position, as the solicitor to some of the parties to the administration action, 
and that he had not made a full disclosure to the court of facts which 
were within his knowledge relating to the value of the life interest. All 
the six defendants appeared separately in the action, and were repre- 
sented at the trial by separate solicitors and separate counsel. The action 
was tried by Fry, J., and the trial occupied four whole days (February 
26 and 27, and March 5 and 6) and part of a fifth day (March 12).. On 
March 12 Fry, J., stopped the defendants’ counsel and. dismissed the 
action, with costs, without hearing any evidence on their behalf (23 Ch. 
D. 302). The time occupied on the fifth day was about three hours, the 
delivery of judgment being concluded at the mid-day adjournment of the 
court. When Fry, J., returned into court after the adjournment, he said 
that he thought he had not sufficiently considered one point in the case, 
and that he wished to hear further argument on this t, and evidence 
in relation to it. This further hearing took place on March 19, and 
occupied the whole of that day, and in the result Fry, J.,. adhered to 
his former judgment. The Court of Appeal reversed the decision of 
Fry, J. (27 Ch. D. 424), but the House of Lords restored the judgment of 
Fry, J. (11 App. Cas. 232). The House of Lords directed that the plain- 
iffs should pay the defendants’ costs in all three and that, in 
taxing the costs in the High Court and the Court of Appeal, the taxing 
master should consider ‘‘ whether any of the defendants who appeared 
separately had any sufficient reason for severing in their defences, and if, 
and in so far as, it should appear that they had not, the taxing master 
was to allow only one set of costs, or only as many sets of costs as he should 
think right.” In taxing the costs of the defendant Bunyon under the 
order the taxing master had allowed him separate costs. His case was 
treated as a test-case. The plaintiffs objected to the allowance of more 
than one set of costs between the six defendants, on the grounds ‘‘(1) 
thet there was no conflicting interest between any of the defendants, and 
nothing to prevent one solicitor consistently acting for all; (2) that the 
defendants employed one solicitor in the sale which was sought to be set 
aside ; (3) that the defendants employed one solicitor to conduct their 
appeal to the House of Lords, and put in a joint case, althcugh appellants 
can a there separately if there is any difference in their cases; (4) 
that the defendants severed their defences without sufficient reason, and 
that it was not equitable that the plaintiffs should be called on to pay the 
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Hones, J, aiemes She doueten. of 7s Saee patie os et See 
He was of opinion that, under the order of the of Lords, as well 
as under the Rules of Court, the taxing master had a discretion in the 
matter. He had exercised his discretion, and his decision was final. 
arose as to the number of refreshers to be allowed for 
the defendants’ counsel. The taxing master allowed refreshers for the 
second, third, and fourth of the first hearing, and for the day of the 
second hearing, but declined to allow a refresher for ar pony Oo Pn. 
first h ‘ than five hours were occupied on day. 
The defendants objected “‘ that, this being a witness case, and having lasted 
four and a half days in the first mstance, and day on the re- 
hearing, five refreshers to counsel ought to. be wed, and that such 
were entitled to a fee on the case being re- after opce 


being disposed of, either by name of refresher, or, at 
hear judgment.” The taxing master ay ys :—** The last y 
was owed because the ce in court last previous ‘ 
of the refresher had lasted less thun five hours, The ord, 
r. 48, which is di of the former practice, shews ly that 
refresher ought not to have been paid.” i 

Norvu, J., was of opinion that, under the circumstances of the 
case, rule 48 did not prevent the allowance of refreshers for a tts day, 
and that they ought to be allowed.—Counsgx, Cookson, Q.0., and. A. G, 
Langley ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and E. Beaumont ; Phipson Beale ; Chadwyck- 
Healey ; Butcher ; Hald Soricrrons, Whites, Renard, ¢ Co. ; Hudson, 
Matthews, § Co. ; Smythe & Brettle ; 8. W. Johnson ¢ Son; Blake $ Hasel- 
tine ; Aldridge, Thorn, § Morris, : 


ef 





Re J. RAWSON, A SOLICITOR, &c.—Q. B: Div., 27th May. 


This was a rule calling on a solicitor to shew cause why he should 
not answer certain matters contained in affidavits. The matter was 
referred by the court to Master Hodgson, who now made a to 
the court. The case arose out of the recent election for South 
when Mr. tag Uncut Llewellyn was a candidate for the in the 
Conservative interest. After about a fortnight’s canvass Mr, 
unfortunately caught a chill after a meeting and died from the effects’ of 
it. Failing him, Sir Albert Rollit came 
same side and was returned to Parliament. 
citor in question acted as Mr. Liewellyn’s election ce after 
death wee continent in yee ena ~~ After: Mr. 
Llewellyn’s death his widow employed Mr. Rawson to act as her solicitor 
in taking out letters of administration, and he did. work therein to the 
extent of some £20. Being dissatisfied with him, she employed other soli- 
citors and they demanded of the respondent an account as against the 
estate of the deceased. This account formed the basis of the present 
application. The affidavits which the solicitor was called upon to answer 


osed the following charges—(1) that the had as 
his agent’s fee 100 eas, whereas it was a 
the deceased he was only entitled to fifty guineas ; (2) that the respondent 


creep he tan cdierimengige ps wi 
et to election ers. It was 

eooae hed wet been made at all and that were ——— 
That the res t charged thirty-three guineas 

expenses, whereas he could only furnish items up to £20 19s. 9d. 
Lay SD Wee CN Oe ee ee 
expenses not otherwise charged was ly 
the knowledge of the respondent. Counsel for the 

in shewing cause, said the court would not convict the respond- 


: 
: 


ent of wilful fraud when the master had not so found. These 
were inaccurate, negligent, and careless, 


respondent believed Reed had told him. A 
mere excessive ¢ in a solicitor as against a client was nota ground 
for punishing a itor deprivation or suspension {Meux v. Lloyd, 


20. B. N.8. 409). He q the Ste eo 
duties of solicitors and the ot the court as laid down by i 
O.J., in Re Francis Blake (3 BE. & E. 34) and Ba parte Edwards (7 Q. Bz D. 
155). Oounsel in support 
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to people who were not |! 
very serious matter, and they had not been asked to send 
the master to have it amended in that 
counsel eaid he was not a criminal, and he (the learned judge) 
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there was one in this case. As to the. practice of people practising as 


apoio, eoover ing & position of truet towards the public, with the name 
a — poh the Drage that y thought 

reprehensib t t possibly form the subject of ano 
The master had found that the solicitor knew, when he claimed 
as his election fee, that he was not entitled to more than fifty 
that the charge was excessive and unfounded. The — 
singly, would not justify the court in acting penally ; but 
charge must be considered as coupled with the others. And the 
for £50 incidental expenses turned out to be absolutely unfounded. 
the respondent, then, been guilty of misconduct? He had no doubt 
whatever in his mind that he had. It was clear the respondent had not 
a balance of the money now; that was gone, and yet every opportu- 
nity was given him of acting rightly in making up his account, in 
pe oe f his conduct afterwards, or having his case amended if he 
could. He therefore thought the respondent had been guilty of dis- 
honourable conduct amounting to fraudulent intention to hold the 
money, and he had very serious doubts whether he ought to be 
to remain on the rolls. Looking, however, at all the facts 
of the case, the judgment pronounced by Cockburn, 0.J., and 
acting as leniently as he could, he felt that the honour of the 
profession, which he held very dear, could not be upheld without 
a long sentence of suspension—namely, three years. Sreru=En, J., con- 
» and eaid the difficulty the court had was to rightly adjust their 
sentence. In the conduct of its officers that which was morally « crime 
deserved to be treated asa crime. In this case he entertained some doubt 
as to how near to crime the respondent had come, and of that doubt the 
respondent should have the benefit. The respondent had no doubt applied 
the money (£360) to his own purposes, and then endeavoured to charge 
Mrs. Llewellyn unjustly. If fraud had been brought home to the re- 
spondent, he would doubtless have been wholly unfit to carry on bis 
- Reed had sworn falsely that he did not know any vouchers 
been asked for, and that none had been asked for, and when the 
ent would not call Reed before the master that looked very like 
se if he made himself an accessory after the fact; but it was just the 
difference between Rawson's conduct and Reed’s conduct which prevented 
the former from being struck off the rolls. As to the overcharges made 
by the respondent, he thought them ungentlemanly, and such as no man 
in an honourable profession would make, but they hardly formed the 
for striking a man off the rolls. The rule would be made absolute 
with costs, that John Rawson, of King’s-crors-road, be suspended for 

three years.—Counsz1, Chambers ; Houghton.— Times. 


SOLICITOR STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
27th May—Henny Saunpzrs (Wolverhampton). 
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LORD COLERIDGE ON THE LAWS REGULATING 
THE ENJOYMENT OF PROPERTY. 


On the 25th ult, Lord Coleridge delivered an address to the members of 
the Glasgow Juridicial Society on ‘‘ Thoughts on the Value of Olear 
Views as to the Laws Regulating the Enjoyment of Property." Sheriff 
Hon: President of the Juridicial Society, presided. Lord Coleridge 
that in the t day there was nothing that was more confusing 
more mi us than erroneous ideas of property itself, and in re- 
to the laws and rules by which the practical enjoyment of property 
regulated in these islands. But the distinction between principle and 
lication, or detail, was surely so obvious that one would think no one 
bly dispute it. The right of property—the right to possess 
what one had acquired—underlay ull society. Without some 
right no society could exist. But the right of property had never 
even in its most absolute form, without some restrictions. In the 
historical times the English State claimed the right to prescribe 
conditions on which its citizens were to hold and deal with their 
. They would hear men talk as if a rule, once laid down, was 
down for ever—as if the rules of enjoyment of property became part 
thing enjoyed. If —- presumed to question the existence of 
rule, or the existence of that which was the subject of the rule, or 
desired to any alteration of it, one had to do so, as in the old Greek 
Frith a halter round his neck, At present this was too much the 

; and in times past awfully and disgracefully the fact. In Blackstone’s 
time there were 160 felonies punishable with death. ‘The vast majority of 
these statutable crimes were made crimes in defence of property, and 
the statutes enacted were statutes to protect the enjoyment of property. 
All these horrors were effaced by slow degrees, and in the face of 
opposition. Men the highest character opposed the 
changes on the ground that, to attack property, and to attack property 
euccessfully, was to subvert life itself. ‘his feeling was not dead. The 
confusion of thought, which was supposed to justify the feeling, was as 
as ever, though particular examples of it might exist no longer. 

shewn that the great and beneficent institution of property 
general advantage. The enjoyment of property must 
and the same foundation—namely, the general aivan- 
respect, the laws of property resembled all other laws. 
any other law was that it contributed to the general advan- 
a free country he could not conceive the laws standing upon 
ground. There were estates in these islands of more than a 
acres, and it was plainly conceivable that they might grow much 
‘ and it was further pe possible that the growth of a vast em- 
of commerce might be checked by one greatlandowner. No man, 
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however, would deny that a state of law under which a country existed, 
not for its people, but for a mere handful of them, ought to be instantly 
and absolutely set aside. Ue denied that fifty, or a hundred, or a thou- 
sand gentlemen, it might be, had the right to come to an agreement to 
shut up the coal mines of England, or to stop the manufactures of Great 
Britain, and to paralyze her commerce. Such an idea seemed to him un- 
ably absurd, and was not even the idea held on such matters in 
olden times, as the old statutes laid it down that, while property itself 
should be acknowledged, the laws of itsenjoymentshould beregulated accord- 
ing tc what was thought to be the general advantage. Then, again, as 
regarded perpetuities, or what were sometimes called munificent bequests, 
they sometimes heard people talk about them as if to interfere with them 
was an act of immorality and sacrilege; but as yet no answer had been 
iven to Bishop Butler’s statement—‘‘that no man could give what he 
not received, and that as no man himself could have a perpetuity, so 
he could not give it to himself.’”’ It was often said they might, no 
doubt, alter the laws of property on a proper cause being shewn for its 
alteration ; and it would, indeed, be difficult, in the face of railways, gas, 
water, harbour, dock, and other Bills, which passed every year through 
Parliament, to deny that private property might not be rightly interfered 
with for the public good, even when the public was represented largely, 
if not entirely, by a small band of speculators. But then it was said they 
must give proper compensation. What, he asked, were they to under- 
stand as proper compensation? If a foreign army landed on our shores, 
and the general in command, in name of the Sovereign, ordered the de- 
struction of a house which, if left standing, might be an important 
position for the invading army, or it might be that a large tract of culti- 
vated countzy was to be laid entirely waste—had the owners a claim—a 
legal right—to compensation! It had been decided for centuries in 
England, in accordance with good sense, against the owner. Certain! 
he had no right, Salus populi suprema lex. Lord Coleridge then dealt wi 
the subject of sufficiency of compensation in private cases, and went on to 
trace the transferences of property from corporations to great proprietors, 
and the circumstances under which further changes may take place. 
He remarked that the country belonged to its inhabitants, and 
that the moment a fragment of the people set up rights 
inherent in themselves, and not founded on the public guod, 
plainly absurdities followed. They had heard a great deal lately 
of the enormous importance of maintaining the Eighth Com- 
mandment. Until recently there were no legal obstacles to the appro- 
priation of a wife's property. Money coming to her after marriage did 
not fall within the scope of the Eighth Commandment. Great difficulty 
was experienced in getting this commandment applied to wives’ property ; 
but, after many struggles, the power of stealing was forbidden up to £200. 
Subsequently an attempt was made, and in the end successfully, to 
extend the prohibition to all the wife’s property. Many questions of this 
sort arose under the laws of distress, the justice of which, to the ordinary 
and uninstructed mind, seemed to require explanation. To seize on a 
man’s goods, who owed nothing to any man, to pay the debt of another 
did at first sight seem to be a breach of the Eighth Oommandment. 
Again, a great nobleman who owned half the land in a country might 
hunger for the possession of the other half. Under certain conditions 
this hunger was laudable enough ; but if it was a craving which pre- 
vented the satisfying of the need of the poor man, who hungered for a few 
acres, the possession of which was a necessity to his existence, he could 
only characterize the rich man’s hunger as something between petty 
larceny and highway robbery. It was certainly a breach of the Decalogue. 
His whole opinion of the subices was that the hat of property were like 
all other laws—made by the State for the State, and were the expression, 
from time to time, of the judgment of that cultivated intelligence which, 
in a free country, controls and leads the opinion of the State upon the 
various subjects of its laws. But any changes in the laws relating to 
land ought to be made without unnecessary disturbance, and, it might 
be, with compensation to those who might suffer by the changes, domg 
no violence to the great principle that right must not be compassed by 
wrong or evil might come of it. It was often said that to change 
the laws of property involved, as a rule, interference with free 
contract. He was not so foolish as to deny that to inter- 
fere with freedom of contract was mischievous and demoralizing. 
But, unless the parties contracting were not only nominally but really 
free, there was no freedom of contract. There could be no freedom of 
contract between a slave and his owner, nor could there be freedom 
of contract with a child. Under the truck system it was possible to 
deliver every man and woman over to a degrading, hopeless, life-long 
slavery, from which there was practically no escape and practically no 
redress, by so arranging the payment of wages that a debt was created 
which could never be paid off; and the service was so hampered that it 
could not be relinquished except at a loss so serious that at times it might 
be absolutely ruinous. In conclusion, Lord Coleridge said he had en- 
deavoured to place a few thoughts before them as they ‘really were— 
undisturbed by passion, and free from Fhe wen In these days of fierce 
dispute it was something to ascertain the limits within which they were to 
contend. It was something to be assured that the contests were on 
matters which would leave the great foundations on which society is 
built as secure as ever and entirely unassailed. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
LAW ASSOCIATION, 
The annual general court of the association was held at the Law 





\Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Thursday week, John Boodle, 
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ows :— 
The directors have the pleasure of submitting a report etgepnnh ge | = 
aatneae and the accounts for the twelve pon. Sl 

2. The directors have consid thirty-one members’ cases, and have | 
distributed amongst them the ag te sum of £1,256 13s. 4d. 

3. They have also consid numerous applications of the non- 
members’ classes, and have distributed the sum of £250 placed at ba 
disposal amongst twenty-three cases, and recommend *o the 
court that a sum of £300 be placed at their disposal for dis een 
amongst the cases of non-members for the ensuing year. 

4. The directors have the pleasure to report that they have received 
towards the funds of the association s second donation of £100 from Mr. 
James Hopgood, and a donation of £21 from Mr. Frederick Leigh 
Hutchins, and of £52 10s. from Mr. Barclay Farquharson Watson. 

F - The oe aemgy investments now belonging to the association are as 
ollows— _ 


£ acd 
New Three per Cents. . ° ‘ 4 ‘ - 2248011 9 
Three per Cent. Consols . ° ‘ - 2,000 0 O 
Three oer Cent. Reduced ° . ° ° - 2,000 0 0 
India Four per Cents. . ° . 465 13 2 
Great Indian Peninsular Railway Stock. 2,500 0 0 
East Indian Railway Company (Annuity Class B. j 6,837 10 0 


Total £36,283 14 11 

6. The dividends received during the past year from these investments 
amounted to £1,238 10s. 2d., and with £329 14s., the amount received for 
the like period ‘in respect of annual subscriptions, and £100, £21, and 
£52 10s. donations, make the totel income of the association derivable 
from these several sources £1,741 14s. 2d. for the year. 

7. The directors have to report with deep regret the deaths, during the 

t year, of the following members of the association :—Mr. Richard 
Frervé Giraud, Mr. Joseph Needham, Mr. roan 2 Syme Redpath, Mr. 
Alfred Benjamin Carpenter (your late ea . Henry Nicholeon, 
Mr. Robert Few (who was one of your be age ey directors), Mr. rigs les 
Few, Mr. Newenham Chas. Wright, Mr. Jno. Chas. Burgoyne, Mr. 
Edward Brydges Hardisty, Mr. Thos. Allen Hickley, Sir Richard Nichol 
son, and Mr. Edw. Weyman Wadeson. 

8. The directors are sorry to state that very few new members have 
the association during the past year, and feel that it only needs a 
ittie active personal effort on the part of individual members in explain- 
ing the objects of the association, and in inviting professional friends to 
become subscribers, to obtain a large addition to the list of members to 
this me ot tee association, and thus enable the Gobetens to make larger 
grants to the numerous applicants for assistance. 

9. By the regulations of the association, the president, vice-president, 
treasurers, directors, and auditors for the ensuing year, are to elected 
at the present meeting. 

10. In conclusion, the directors cannot but feel that. the gs of 
past years are well calculated to oy on the minds of the supporters 
of the association a strong eo favour of its continued usefulness, 
and the only reward they desire for their exertions in this charitable work, 
is the approbation of the members at large, and their general activity 
and ws in promoting the interests of this truly benevolent metropolitan 
association. 











LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS SOCIETIES. 


Unrrep Law Srupents’ Socrzrry.—April 25.—The subject for discussion 
was whether ‘‘ The complete emancipation of women, by their being ad- 
niitted to the franchise, to all professions, to all legal ta, liabilities, 
and duties, upon an equal footing with men, is desirable?” The motion 
was s opened by Mr. White. Mr. Knight followed, contra. oe Shirley, 
M.P., proposed, as an amendment, ‘‘ That the emancipation of women, a 
their ‘being admitted to the franchise and to some of the professions and 
trades of the country, is desirable.’”’ He was: followed Dr. Bateman 
Napier. Mr. White replied, and, upon the amended m being put to 
the House, it was rejected by two votes. The original motion was then 
put, and bre agg by one vote. 

The society will in future, until further notice, meet in the Lecture Hall 
of the Inner Temple, No. 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. The hour of 
meeting remaing the same, but it is not obligatory there, as in the sean 
Institution, to close debates at 10 p.m., and smoking is also 

May 9.—The question was whether it was advisable or not Sepera marriage 
with a deceased wife’s sister should be made legal. Mr. Spence opened 
the motion in the affirmative. Mr. Kains-Jackson whey Foe 
The following gentlemen also spoke—viz.,, Messrs. 

Common, Yates, Lewis, and B Upon’ being put, ge eae was 
carried by a majority of eight votes. 


Law Srvupests’ Denatinc Socrery.—April 26—Chairman, Mr. R. L. 
Devonshire.—Mr. J. D. Crawford opened the debate : ‘* That it is desirable 
to amend the law by allowing prisoners to give evidence on their trial, as 
— by Lord Bramwell’s bill,’’ and was supported by Messrs. J. K. B. 

ama, W. E. Elmslie, Woolcombe, W. M. Woodhouse, and J. 0. Wheeler. 
Mesers. W. H. Pitman, E. Todd, Macintosh, and Richmond, opposed the 
motion, After Mr. Crawford had Je " the motion was put to the 
society, and carried = a 7 majority. 

May 3—Chairman, Mr. J. Cornelius Wheeler. —The subject for discus- 
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by Messrs. P. 
a oe ite Bie Messrs. J. Lathioy, 
Sones; end. A. Mackintosh 
eat Sine the society, but it was lost by a large 


rice ged) 
(8 ©. B, 115), was beeen og . W. Van iin, and 
debate, and was — Mesers, A. 0. Mactatoah and — 
opposed by Messrs. Douglas, H. A. Brady, and Bernard Hill. 


question was negatived. 

BremincHam ae Srupenrs’ a 8—Ohairman, Mr. 0. T. 
Saunders.—Mr. 8 . M. Slater; B.A., opened debate in the affirmative 
by moving: ‘That the passing of a Leasehold Enfranchisement Bill would 
be beneficial to the community at ”? Messrs. H. J. SS ae 
a eeaive and wes amie aa 6% & ie, 3A. epee 
negative, and was su F. Addison and = 7 
One the question to a meatal ths 
majority 


Mr. Inglis (Liverpool) rgued 
si hich followed Messrs. Raybould, Short, Nutt (Birmingham), and 
Mente. Ms y odd, bone took , Mr 


the Lenten by a pee majority. There were thirty-six members A 
present. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 
Sm Ounartes Ooorsr,' Knt., formerly Ohief Justice of South 
Australia, died at Bath on the 24th ult. in his ninety-second year. Sir 


CO. Cooper was the son of Mr. Thomas Cooper, of -on-Thames, and 
was born in 1795. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Term, 1827, and he formerly on the Oxford 


wad in 1806 ne Chteeae ober of colony, and he retired on a 4 

pension in 1861. ey mga ey ie nfs gg, Un hag Sir a 

>. Reaper wes saamntiog, £0: Ae? See See Mr. 
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practised for 


TT 
e& 
ett 
ie 
a 
: 
a 
ut 
S 
ei 
4 
i 


Kent. He was f in with Mr. Montague mae 

a nace oe BAR women vm Bot of Sewers, with Mr. 
Edward Kingda, at-will MS cay am, OS ee rns ae 
wick, who was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and is now clerk to the . 
missioners of Taxes. Mr. Wightwick retired from practice 2 
years ago. Te 
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Magistrate for the borough of Cardiff. Mr. Lewis was called to the bar 


ab She Skies Demet ee ee on the South aa 
Wales and Chester Circuit and at the G Sessions. a 
Mr. Evear Exnzsr 1 prone Boy nen y, has been as 
Chee be Seaunnaaee a Mr. Deane is an LL.B. of the i 
University of London. goo etunitied, solicitor in 1882. Mr. Deane oe 
has also been ted Official Reoelver Seakreney Se ho See & ne 
Dews' offices were held by his brother, late Mr. John i 
Mz. Janes Fowssn, aplictior, of Gheshien, Des hewn quualtn’ 60s F 
missioner to administer m te Court of Judicature. ‘ 
Mr. Atrrep Dovsts, solicitor, of 27, Se een es hae 
Commissioner to administer in the Supreme of J 
Mr. Marruew has been appointed a Judge of the 
Su of the Colony of New South Wales. 
ir. ALExanpgR WILson, , of 4,'Cook-street, Liverpool, has 'been 
a ted a administer Oaths in the Supreme Oourt of Mes 
ew South Wales. ‘a 
PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 
Bensamin Burpexm, Joun Wiii1am Pre: Rucmatp Benson, and 
Bensamix Tuomas Buapsxi, solicitors, vend So far_as 
concerns the said John William 


ee 
Epwin Henny Anssraonc Newman and Anrwony Goprasy ua, 
scliclanes (ewmes. & Wilean), 0S Ceneeir ean 
The business will in future be carried on.by ey ge New- 
man and T. F. 0 eS, SO ee of Newman & 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. APPEAL : rec AppraL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
mune 6 Mr. aoa Mr. lente Mr. Leach Mr. Beal 
way | Clowes Jarrington Godfrey Pugh 
Se ag fa ae ~~ - Pugh 
ngton rey 
Carrington Leach bog 
Lavie  - Godfrey Pugh 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH. 
6 Mr. Clowes Mr. Koe Mr. King 
7 Pembe Jackson Ward 
s Clowes Koe King 
9 Pemberton Jackson Ward 
ies. 0 Clowes Koe King 
ES | Pemberton Jackson Ward 








TRINITY SITTINGS, 1887. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


Appeal Court, I. 
Final and interlocutory appeals from the 


— Bench Division, the Probate, 

and Admiralty Division (Ad- 

miralty}, an and the Queen’s Beach Division 
Sitting in Bankruptcy. 
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Btonday 3" | Apps from Q B Final List 
Tuesday on 28 


. motns. ex ple.—orgl, 
—and apps. from 
Wednesday 29{ordrs made on interlocu- 
tory motns and also apps. 
from final list it required 


Thursday ..30..A Cea 
Weiday, July 1 | Ph fens if Sooo) | 
mers] cone 2 

cove Saget QB final list 
= SE 


App. mots, ex pte—org). 
apps from ordrs 


mots—and 
agi oe 
Thurs. sae 7+. from Q B final list 
Priday, o--+ 8{™G'B final lst if necosrary 


ae “aT anne from Q B final list 


spt: App. motns. ex pte—Orgl. 


moing,— and apps.from ords 
Wednesday 13 sateen interlocutory m 
nf gal ty from 
cae. 14. = Q On final list 
15 io and apps from 
ans dal lst if neces:ary 


— 16 
Monday ......18 > Apps from Q B {inal list 


Tuesday..,...19 
y motns ex pte—0: 
mote 8 tae pn 
Wednesday 20 { made on grant 
and also a final 


Thorsdy....21...4 
Friday -+»-22{ Q'5 faa lst if uece-sary 


38 Apps from Q B final list 


| App motns ex pte—Orgl 
| motns—& apps from orders 
Wednesday 27 < made on interlocutory mots 
and also apps from fing 
list if required 
.28..Apps from Q B Final List 
pps and apps from 
al list if necessary 


“1 Appe from @ B fina ist 


Thursday .. 
Friday .- -».20 { BRGY, 8 


egy 

on., Aug... 

Tuesvay.... 
App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
mots.—and anps, from ords 

Wednesday 3 made on interlocutory mote 
and also apps from Final 
List if required 


Thursday ... 4..Apps from Q B Final List 
Frida 4 { Bkey apps and apps from 
Ree Q B final list if necessary 


Saturda 
ae. s Apps from the Q.B, Final 
Tuesday ... 9 
App motns ex pte—Orgl 
motn:—& apps from orders 
Wednesday 10< made on interlocutory mtns 
and also apps from final 
list if required 
Thursday ..11. Apps from @ B final list 
Friday, seoold | BUSY apps and apps from 


list if necessary 
N.B.—Admiralty A with assessors, 


ppeals, 
are taken on specially appointed days. 


Appeal Court, II, 

Final and interlocutory appeals feom the 
Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
vorce), and the apo Palatine and 
Stannaries Courts. 


r App. mins, ex Pate 
motns — apps. from 
Tuséy., Jae. 7 ms interlocutory mots 
ee 
j Apps from the Chancery 
Wel. ....... 8 | General List 
4 County Palatine Apps, and 
Tharsday ... 9 Gann mys! Pre a from the 
cate «e--10 
poonreel Apps from the Chancery 
caseibe General List 
Tuesday.... it 
App. mots, ex pte~-orgl. 
mots.—and apps. from 
Wednesday 15< orders made on interlocn- 
— mots, (sep list) & apps 
from geaeral list if required 
Thursday ..16 


— soe Apps & om the Chancery 
Monday ......20 
Tuesday....21 
App. mo’s, ex pte—orgl 
motus. — apps. from ords 
Wednesday 22< made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list) and apps from 
general list if required, 
Thursday ..23 
Friday ....24 
Sat., «++-36 
Monday ....27 
Tuesday ...28 


Apps from Chan gen list 


App mins ex pte—Original 

fn tns—apps from ords made 

Wednesday 29< on Interlocutory mtns (sep 
list), aod apps trom gen 


if req! 
Thursday ...30 
Friday, July 1 
Saturday .. 2> Apps from Chan gen list 
Monday...... 4 
Tues. 5 


App mtns ex pte—original 

Sodesn tans umaeiaee 

Wedneedsy 6 made on interlocutory mns 
(sep oop list), =~ apps from 





genera! list if required 





County Pelatine apps, and 
Thursday .. 7 fi ee the 
an gen 


haem fromjOban gen list 





App. motns. ex pte—orgl. 
motns — apps. from ords 
Wednesday 13 ¢ made on interlocutory mot« 
(cep list), and apps from 
geveral list if required 
Thursday ...14 
Friday .....15 


Monday ...... 18 
Tuesday ...19 


Wednesday 27 


Thursday ...28 
Friday ....29 
Saturday ...30 


Thursdy.... 


4 

Friday .... 5 

Saturdsy .. . Apps from the Chanc-ry 
9 


General List 
App mtns ex pte—original 
tns—ap 
Wednesday 10 fa on interlocutory mtns 


Tu mniodl”” from gen 


Thursday ..11 

Friday ver 1) apps from Gan gun st 

N.B.—Lw Petitions (if any) are taken 
in Appea mal Court If. on every Monday at 
shoves ws until further notice, 


Monday...... 
Tuesday.... 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 


Chancery Court, I. 
Ma. Justice KAY. 
Tusdy. June 7..Mots. adj sumns, & gen pa 


Wednerday 8 

Thorsday . ad 9 General psper 

Friday See % -Mots. adj. sumns. & gen. pa 
Saturdy.... 11 { Fem causes, adj sums. 
Monday ....13 

Wea.” ; soot General paper. 


Thureday . 
Friday, ...... “WT, -Mtns, adj smns, and gen pa 
Pets, sht causes, adj sums, 
Baty sone seel8 | a pea ai a 
ape 9 eeee a 
uesday ....2 
Wednesday ‘3 General paper 
Thuradsy ...23 
poses seus .Mots., adj. sums, & gen pa 
ate » Sbt causes, adj sums, 
= & gen. pa 
m6 epeoes 


Wednesday 29 General paper 
Th 30 
Friday, July 1,,.Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa 


Saturday .. 2 iz Pets., =< causes, a1) sums, 


6 en paper 
Thurs 


Friday .... 8..Mts, adj sms & gen pa. 
Batrdy .... 9 apo a caus., adj sums, 
Monday as 

Bovstay. 1 13 | General paper 

Thursday .. 

Friday... b .Motns, adj sms, & gen. pa, 
Saturday ...16 fj Pets, sht. caus, adj., sumn-, 


& gen pa 
ee. views 
uesday.... 
Wednesday come paper. 
Thursday ..21 
Friday ....22 f Motns. adj. sams, & gen pa, 


Pets., sht. caus, ad . sums 
Saturday ..23 & gen, pa : 











Thursaay . 28 

Friday ....29.. ian, oS pe 
., sht. caus., adj. sume. 

Saturday ...30 & gou. pa 

MondayAug 1) 

Tuesday.... : 

Wednesday 
Thursday .. : 
Friday -+-+ 5! Remaining mts, remaining 


& gen. Da. 


Saturday ... 6 > 
Monday.... 8 
Tuesday.... 9 
Wednesday 10 
Thurs, ....11 
Friday, ....13) 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary 'Y papers must be left in court 
with the judge’s officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Obancery Court, ITT. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 
Tasdy, Jne. t. -Motions and non wits list 
Wednesday 


Theneey. 8 Non wit list 
Friday .. “10 _ continued & non wit 
» Sht. causes, op 


Pets, posed 
Saturday ...11 3 Procedure sumns, & 


e's, adj sums & gen pa 





non wit list 
-»..-18,.,Fur cons and non wit list 


vse...17.,.Motns, & non wit list 
te {um sht. causes, Procedure 





sumos, Opposed pets, & 

non wit list 

= aa a wit list 

Wednesda 7m Cauces with witnesses. 

Thursdey .. 

Friday 2B, Maton an non et 
. causes, O 

Beturday ...25 {pet Precedare uma, 


28 

Wednesday $3} causes with wits 

Thursday 

Friday, Jaly 1...Mas and non wits list 
Pets, sht causes, Procedure 

Saturday .. af tt, opposed pets, and 


it list 
ae, sbbee . 4...Far cons & non wits list 
Wednesday” 6 sone with wits 


Thursday ... 
Friday .... 5,..Motns, & non wit list 

Pets, sht causes, opposed 
Saturday ... 94 pets, Procedure smus, & 


rr Sea AB ee cose © nen wit tet 


Wednesiay is} Causes with wits 
hursday ..1 
Friday. =; .15,,.Motions & non wit list 
Pets., sht. causes, procedare 
Saturday ..164 sums, opposed pets, and 
bon wit 
be «A eoee)8,,,Fur cons & non w.t list 
Tuesday....19 
Wednesday 2) 2,| Non wit list 
Thursday... 
Friday, .... ‘3. Motions and non wit liet 
sht. caur., ‘opposed 
Saturday 123 pte edure sums. 
non wit list 
Monday ...... 25..Fur cons & non wit list 


Friday Y 99° .Mots. & non wit list 
“Pets, sht. causes, procedure 
Saturday ..30/ smns, opposed pets, & 





non wits list 
Mon., Aug. 1) 
Weta, 
Thureday ... 4 
Remaining mtns remaining 
pts, adj emns (Procedure) 





9 
Wednsdy 3210 
Thursdy....11 
Friday .....12 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be so 
heard, and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to be put in 
the paper. 


Chancery Court, IT. 

Ma. Jvericz NORTH, 
Toes , June 7 
Weduestay 6} aa, suns. 
Thursday .. 
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Friday ....10...Mtns acd adj sms | Monday......18.. Sitting in chambers 


Sa.urday ..11...8ht. caus., pets., adj. sums | Tuesday .,.19 

Monday ....13 . . | Wednesday 20} Genera paper. 

Tues. ...... 144 General > | Thursday ...21 

pa Shan pape Friday sous am adj sumas & gen pa 
, Se nt. caw ls 

Friday, y 17., Motions & adj. sumns Saturday ...23 { and po t= Seat 5 


Saturday ..18..Sht caus, pets, & adj smons, | Mente? ...-3..Aaaag in chambers 


MOR. 420020 Tuesday ... 

Tuesdy,....21 | Wedne. ....27} Gensral paper. 

Wedniay.22 General paper. Thursday “at 

Ya gad of Wine dedes | Friday ......29...Mts, a1j 3 ns and gen pa , 
ri ooeed4... Ss an j ems Sht caus, at] ems, an 

Sat., .......25.Sht caus, pts, &adj sms | Seturday ...3 oe 6 ems 

or satehoed’ Z — Aug. {ne ia chambers 
netdy..««. VY vves 

Wednesday 29 General paper. Wednesday 3} General paper. 

Thur, -.-30 Thorsday ... 4 

Friday July ‘i & adj are Friday ...... 5..Motions EE 

Matarday .. 2..Sht caus, pts, |j sms ', Causes p's 

Monday .... 4 | Saturday ... 6 be i me and gen pa . 

Tes, .,,..000 ; Geaersl Paper | Monday,.... 8..S1 ia ch 


Wed. ..-.0 = Pe, 
Thureday .. 7 | Tuesday .... 9} tos, remai 5 ad ij 


Friday .-.- 8..Mtns and adj sms | Wedaesday 10.. Motions 
MS cosesece 9..Sht. caus, pets., adj. samns | Thurs. oon ee mins, a3j sms, 
ne onetes of | Friday ....125 &gen pa 

uesday...... General ; Any cause intended to be heard as a sho’t 
Wednes..... Ht 7 cause must be so marked in the cause 
Thursday ...14 book at least one clear day before the 


Friday ....15...Motns, & adj. sumns. ait t 

Saturday ..16..Short caus, pets, adj sums, | ee tyed yd =. saeedilag’ ahanee® Po 
=, oe eres | cluding minutes of the lem ye judg- 
Wedneasy..20 General paper. } ment or order, must be with the 


judge’s clerk one clear day before the 
Thursd ....21 | Gaee it 
Friday ...22..Motns. & adj. sums. ee Se ye ee ees 
Bat,, «ccc 23...Sht, causes, pets, adj sums, 
MOM. oe. 000+ 35 Chancery Court, IV. 


Wods va e-a37 ¢ ooneral paper. 


ce Ma, Justice KEKEWIOCH. 
Thorsday ..28 


Ear A al : 
Friday ....29...Mots, & adj, sumns edsdy..... 
Saturdy ....30...Sht, caus., ptns. adj. sumns Tharsday "tg ¢ General paper. 





Mon., Aug. 1) Friday ....10 
Tuesday... Saturday ..11 | Mtns—Liverpool business, 
Wednesday 3 gen. paper 
Thursday ... 4 ae cose 
Friday «+... 5| pomainingmt ; UCS.g «oes, 
, emins, remaiaing | weg, ..... 15 } General paper. 

Monday... 8) 20% 86] sums & gen ps | Tharsaey 16 
Tuesday...... 9 Friday, ....17 ‘ me 
Wednesday 10 Saturday wld {Oa gon pa ester business 
Thursday ...11 and gen. paper 
Friday ...... 12 ad cooebe ” 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short | ,"°* -**"° i 

cages went bene marked in the cause-book | We4- =--+ +22 >General paper. 


at least one clear day before ~ same - Hernan . 24 
be put inthe paperto be so heard, an ee i 
the necessary papers must be left in court | Sat ......0.25 eee business, 
with the judge's officer the day before the Mond...... seasBT paper 


cause is to be put in the paper. Tuesday ...28 
, aretnaning 29 > General paper 
UlB..+< ° 
Lord Chancellor’s Court. Fri., July ..1 
Mr, Justios STIRLING. Pe eee ES) [eae business 
Tues, Ine. 7...Mtns, adj sums, & gen. pa. Monday.... 4 ower 
Wed rsday 8 
Thu lay .. 04 ae eae Wea. vinta H General paper. 
Friday .... 10., Mots, a4j sums, & gen. pa. | Tharsday .. 7 4 
Satur lay ..11 f QM caus.» pots, adj sams, | Friday .... a tides —— 
Monday......13...8itting in chambers Saturday .. 9 j and gen aes ope 
THES. .o+006 14 Monday... 11 
ba =seee General pap2r uesday...... 
hurady ..-- ednesd: General paper. 
Friday, ...... 17..Mtos, adj sums. & gen. pa. bern avd fe 


Satardy....18 et en pets, adj sums, | Friday ....15 
Monday ....20,..Sitting ia chambers Saturdy,..+.14 { paves a business 
Wed., coed General paper. + em i 


0 
Thursday .. BOB, ..c.eesee 9 
Friday ....24..,Motns. adj sums, & gen. pa Thursday ...2t 


Saturday ..25 | faa pets, adj sumns, | Priday ....¥9 









A Mtns—Liverpool business 
Mon. ..+.+ 27 ..8itting in chambers Bat. .o00000028 ? 
Tuesdy ....%8 Mom,, «......+« 25 ad 
— 29} Genera paper. Tusdy,, ......26 
urs, .... 
Friday, July 1..Mtns, adj sums & gen pa Thareday’ 38 General paper. 
Saturdy, 2 Sheeatne.. pets., adj. sums, Friday "29 
seve sen. pe. | Friday ...... ee 
Monday,... . 4..Sitting in chambers Saturday ...30 sayy genoa ter busi 
jo escovseee @ Mon., Aug. 1 
Tuesday..... 2 
ove 8 «Mots, adj. sums. & cen. pa — : General paper. 
OREN oft. cates pots, adj Suais. | Teidey Bove 
gen pa 
Mon, ...+-«11..8itting in chambers | Saturday ... of ee business, 
Taesday....1i } 
Wednes bated us General paper Poeun denees : 
Thursday ... | eee ae? 
Friday coos. Mata, aij smns nr pa. bmn: yg | ener pe 
at, Causes, Peis, sums, ae! 
eT 1 { Seno Friday ...... 12 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
‘Tatiry Srrmnes, 1887. 

A. to F.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Johnson are to be made returnable before him in his own room, 
No. 175, at 1l a.m. any day up to the 13th June inclusive, after which 
date they are to be made returnable before the masters sitting in cham- 
bers in this division. 

G. to N.—All applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 





to Master George Pollock are to be made returnable before 

as gees 173, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, r rs, and - 
summons or i 

ss noPta bel dar eben ts" bane tee a 

him in chambers A. to F. division. 


O. to Z.—All by 
to Master Manley are to be made returnable before him in his own 
on 


room, No. 114, at 11.30 a.m Seater, Senmatenty sah Seeeiars ; 
17th June isieche, alter cali dane are unk alae 
before the masters in ee 


! 


the the 
time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same manner as 
it they were returnable at chambers. or 


: 
i 


A. to F., Mondays, Wi Master the Hon. R,. 
Butler. Tuesdays, Thursdays, and aster Gordon. 

G. to N., Mondays, Sy en et oe 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Kaye. 

O. to Z., Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Francis. Tues 
days, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Walton. 


| 











WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gasetts—FurpaY, May 21. 
JOINT STOOK COMP 
LIMrrep In OHANCERY. 
E. L. Parr & Co., Luwrrep.—Petn to velentary, minging ~~ 
ited May 14, directed to take place before J Courts us- 
tice, on Savurday, June 11. Weoler, John st, Bedfo ‘Boral Courts of Fas. 


Sat 
& Scott, Cardiff, solors for petner 
ENSHAM Paper Mitt Oo. Petition Sor wondnns May 
an cle behend Gas ce une 11. tnding 2h. Bo Ola doen 


solors for petner 
FRIENDLY 
SUSPENDED FOR oy 


Atsion Benerrr Society, Vulcan Tavern, lane, Limehouse. ~ 
foxa Grmopmaee Lopez ORDER oS ianak tention 


ens Funmmpey SoourY, fi er Skegby, nr Mansfield, Nottingham. 
TaLBoT AND Anson Provipent Socrery, Parish Room, Oolwich, or Rugeley? 


Stafford. May 23 
TOOtNT (n° SHOGK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN ° ; 
ee a Dotsce Beiction 5 a es eating 2m, prepenes ee oe 
“pi was ordered that the above bo wound up. Milward’& Oo, New od, 


person 
Oops penta coon cease a 


P. Co., are 
June 25, to send nee: taeie debts 
pe me ME hee one a Be idly 4 at th 
for 


the company be up. 
M by, directed to be heard before String, Jy on Saturday, ube Peas 
Norra ale ray royy st Go. Langrep —Kay, J. bas, by an onder 

Ma rn rd at hrc Bo aa Up Aa Be a 
Sanvosn suo towns Reales On, Lrurrep,—By an made by Jes 
dated. ¥ LApeieh mates ese ene wo oe ome 


fru By an order mado by Kay J, dated May m1 


LaNOASHIRE Hovss : The 
os eo Ce erent ae neat 
op hair oo seer al 2 Sisarts May Taeeate 


FRIENDLY ‘VED. 
Bup or Hi x Socrery, W York. May 24 
or Hors my Y 


Soci, Primitive Methodist Schoolroom, Golds Green, Weste 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day oF CLAm™. 
London Gasette.—FRimDAyY, May 27. 


BEDINGFELD, MARGARET ANN PasToNn Bissnorr, Bath. July 1. Norris v Eyre, 
North, J. Stone & Co, Queen 

Haynes, Man: eld, Gloucester. Solicitor. June 25. Kemp v 
my North, J. cliffe, Bedford row 


London Gaztte.—Tuuspay, May 31. 

Alrzn, Gzoncz, Newcastle under Lyme, Commercial Traveller. 
Anderton v Allen, verpoo: ool, Smith. Newington 
voy, Oe ape JaMEs VAUGHAN, Alverstoke, Southampton, Gent. 

» Kay, J. Prior. Portsmouth 
Waranman, ALFRED . Gracechurch st, Merchant. 
Milbank, North, J. Thomson, Nicholas Jane 


June 25, 
June 30, 


June 30. Moss v 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLarm. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 20. 
Bisnor, oP, CHARLES, Doligarreg, Carmarthen, Esq. June 18. Bishop, Llandovery 
Bammer, Wr, Kilmington, Devon, Poultry Dealer. May 51. Forward, Ax- 


ane Leadenhall st, Ship Owner. July 1. Stibbard & Co, Leaden- 


ILIIAM THomMAS CLARK. Hawthorn, Bourke, Victoria, Engraver. 
18. yi & Fitch. Bishopsgate without 
Conzzma. JOnN, Atherton, Lancaster, Master Bricklayer. 
Quam Faawons, Ilkley, York. July 1. Nelson & Co, Leeds 
Crabreez, THomas, Halifax,Gent. July 1. England & Foster, Halifax 
CROWDER, joes, Funan, Barmouth, Merioneth. June 24. Ivens & Morton, Kidder- 


ee he Macraz, Barmouth, Merioneth, Gent. June 24. Ivens & 


Kidderminster 
DUNNICLIFF, ‘WiLLaM, Melbourne, Derby, Gent. June 24. Sale & Mills, Derby 


Frronett, SAMUEL, Choriton upon Medlock, Manchester, Wine Retailer. May 


& ester 
Gostz, #._ponting & Oo, Mi Coachbuilder. July 5. Meynell, Furnival st 
Grayson, Josern, Thurgoland, York, Farmer. July 1. Dransfield & Hodgkin- 


GREEN, , Bideford, Devon. June 30. Rooker & Bazeley, Bideford 

Grezn, Rozert, Formby, Lancaster,Gent. July 16. Smith & Son, Liverpool 

Hazpman, Joun, Blackpool, Lancaster, Esq. June 13. Charnley & Co, Black- 
pool 

a Wr1um Ricnarp, Tottenham, Gent. June 30. Blachford & Co, 

Ha = EpWwanrp, Eastbourne, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 30. 
Janson & Uy a Finsbury circus 

Hawokrtn, Any, caster. June 20. Cooper, Blackburn 

Haworts, Joun, Blackburn, Farmer. June 20, Cooper, Blackburn 

Humincwar, Epwanp, Golear, Yorks, Saddler. Julyi. Brook & Co, Hudders- 


Nm yyueemaed RupkxIn, Swansea, Shipowner. {June 19. Hennessy, Gt 


sm Southchurch, Essex, Farmer. June 18. A E de Pinna, 
Lona, JEREMIAH, Brighton, Esq. Augi. Rogers & Co, Westminster chmbrs 
, OHARLES, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Estate Agent. June24. Cooper & 


wher, Uttoxeter 
LOxLeEy, Francis BEst, Horsham. Junei8, Coole, Horsham 


LisWELLYN, Evizanetu, Morriston, Glamorgan. June 30. Tennant & Jones, 


Murray, Wi1114M, Stoneycroft, Lancaster. Aug 31. Mackay, Liverpool 
Pzaxz, Louisa, Birkenhead. June 30. Kent & Co, Liverpool 


Puiirs, DANIEL BELL, West Cowes, Isle of Wight. June 18. Galsworthy, Old 
Jewry chambers 
Pors, THOMAS, Acock’s green, Worcester, Schoolmaster. June 16. Williams, 


PowSLL, JoHN, Shirley, Southampton, Innkeeper. June 24. Moberly & Wharton, 


Suaw, James, Plymouth, Shipowner. July 1. Edmonds, Plymouth 

Sraap, Wi114M Henry, Leeds, Manufacturer. July 1. Nelson & Co, Leeds 
Turner, Ospornz, Chancery lane. June 14. Lane & Co, Arundel st 

‘Trion, Wi11aM AtrreD, Newgate st.. June 24. Morse, Lime st sq 

Worren, Mani, Tollington pl. June 50. Turner & Low, King st 

Wur2r2ams, Tnomas, Lianwit Vardre, Glamorgan, Gent. July 1. Jones, Cardiff 
Wuzeor, Tomas, Sunderland, Gent. June 25. Davies & Balkwill, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
London Gacetie.—Turspay, May 24. 
Buarpsuaw, Ratpn, Leeds, Surgeon, July 9. Rider, Leeds 
Butt, Jamus, Redhill, Surrey, a General. July 2. Hollams & Co, Mincing Jane 
Atbert, South Moreton, Berks, Farmer. May 31. Slade, Walling- 


Cons, Joun, Sheldwich, Ment, Farmer. July 6. Giraud, Faversham 
Davis, Henry, King’s Heath, Worcester, Gent. July 31. Cottrell & 
DmEnpy. ALFRED THOMAS, Sidmouth, Lace'Menufacturer. June 30. Tozer & Uo, 
Dxwtyx, RicHARD, Angrove, Wilts, Farmer. June 17. Clark & Smith, Malmes- 
Beane Waza, Seven Acres, Pembroke, Farmer. June 20. Lascelles, Nar- 


FARRALL, FREDERICK, Liverpool, Gent. July 1. Wright, & Co, Liverpool 
Feary, 


, Cu#aRtEs, Church Broughton, Derby, Yeoman. June 1. Russell, Lich- 
Fuwrcuxzr, Gzorge, Bradford, Shoemaker. June 25. Gordon & Co, Bradford 


Wirrogort, Pauw, Atherton, Lancaster. June 18, Widdows, Leigh 


Guaays, Bouse, Dunedin, New Zealand, Surveyor. July 1. Robins & Peters, 


July 
June 20. Lancashire, 


Son, Bir- 








GRANT, Se nye Regenstn upen Tyne, Pawnbroker. June 30. Aitchison, New- 
castle upon 
GREAVES, HENRY, Horsforth, York, Grocer. July 9. Rider. Leeds 


Harrison, JoHN HENRY, Devonshire st, Gent. June 20. Walker, Manchester 


Hesron, Witt1aM. Wood End, York, Farmer. June 9. Jackson & Jackson, 
Middlesbrough 
Law, ExizA Mary, Minehead, Somerset. Augi. Easton, Taunton 


Lowe, ALIcg, Blackpool, Lancaster. July 1. Harrison, Blackpool 
Lvoas, Guess, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. June 2. 


ming A 
MerTcar, SUSANNAH MIDDLETON, Holbeck. July_9. Rider, Leeds 


MITCHELL, Davin, Clifton, Yorks. Wiredrawer. June 27. Douthwaite, Cleck- 
heaton; Piercy, Huddersfield 

NORRIS, SOPHIA, Isleworth, Market Gardener. July 2. Woodbridge & Sons, 
Se 


ean 
Norr FREDERICK W111A4M, Bolsover st, Cabinetmaker. June 22. Cooper & 
Walker, Birchin Jane 
PAYNE, MARGARETTE FRANCES, Sotwell, Berks. July 20. Westell, Witney 


Pryor, Ferri, Esher, Esq. June2#%. Watney & Co, Lombard ct 

Reovpane, pcre CHARLOTTE, Osnaburgh terr. June 2%. Chubb, Lincoln’s 
n fe. 

RICHARDS, ALFRED, Forest Hill, Esq. July 8. Parker Dixon, Gray’s inn sq 

Scort, Davrp, Camden sq, Doctor of Medicine. June 24. Young & Sons, Mark 


SHEranp, Sreruen, Leamington, Gent. July 5. Wright & Hassall, Leamington 


eee. Dpsname, Kelvedon, Essex, Estate Agent. June 24. Pope & Oo, 
oicnhes' 
TAYLOR, JoHN, Manchester, Fent Merchant. June 21. Nelson, Manchester 


Tuwattes, THomas, Harrogate, York. July 22. 80 F &C A Powell, Harrogate 

VaR.tEy, Ann, Whitworth, Lancaster, Plumber. June 4. Brierley & Hudson, 

Warm, Shanoane JANE, Bishop Wearmouth, Grocer. June 30. Bell & Son, 

Wisoy, WILLIAM, Gt Russell st. June 30. Hudson & Co, Queen Victoria st 
London Gasette.—FRIDAY, May 27. 


BARNARD, CLEMENTINA, Hawkley, Southampton. June 20. Munns & Longden, 


Burton, Bir- 


Old Jewry 

BarnarD, Gorpon Witt1am, Hawkley, Southampton. June 20. Munns & 
Longden, Old Jewry 

BELCHER, WitLIaAM, Sandon, Essex, Farmer. July 15. Duffield & Bruty, 


Chelmsford 
Bray. Fe oe Huddersfield, Canvas Merchant. June 30. Booth & Sykes, 


Hnudd 
Ditton, Esq. June 20. Daniel Travers Burges, Pembroke rd 


Brice, WILLIAM, 
CALVERT, ELIZABETH, Ashton-under-Lyne. May 31. Lord & Son, Ashton- 


oo ee 
. WILLI mas, Hawthorn, Victoria, Engraver. July 23. Clapham & 
Fitch, "Biahopeeats Without 

CuDEMORE, ANN, Birmingham. June 30. Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 


Dawese ¢ Joun, Blackburn, Painter. July 23. Darley & Crossley, West Black- 
Dewa,s pmane JOSEPH, Tranmere, Chester, Engineer. June 30. Madden & Oo, 


ee Welton, Lincoln, July 1: Burton & Scorer, Lincoln 

Evans, KaTE ApA, Wells, Somerset. Augi. Perham, Bfistol 

FLEToHer, JonN, Dover, Ironmonger. July 16. Lewis, Dover 

FuLcuer, WILLIAM GEORGE, Deptford, Gent. June 30. Bristow, Greenwich 
Gavepee, GEORGE RuNcORN, Bowdon, Cheshire, Gent. July 27. Jackson, 


anchester 
GBB, BENAIAH, jun, Lewisham. June 24. Horne & Birkett, Lincoln’s inn fields 
GOODLAND, Saran, Bath. July 9. Stone & Co, Bath 
Haseqvest. Joun, Horbury, York, Gent. June 27. Heigh & Co, Horbury 
— » = Liwyp, Gatay Gee, Pembroke, Esq. June 380. Eaton-Evans & 
iliams, Haverfordwes 
HarToy, EpWakbD HaTTon vice, Hove, Sussex, Esq. July1. Meredith & Co, 
ew ; 
Hurosrs, WILL1AM, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker. July 11. Birch, Exeter 
JOHNSON, WILLIAM, Wingham, Kent, Gent. July 6. Sankeys & Flint, Canter- 


ury 
Lzz, Mary, Kingston-upon-Hull. July 23. Stamp & Co, Hull 
LEEMAN, HENRY, York, Gent. July1. Smith, York 
LEGGETT. UIAAM, Longnor rd, Licensed Victualler. July 1. 


= Layton & Co, 
LuoypD, TLLTAM, Lyneham, Wilts, Machinist. July 2. 
7h. ae ts, y Kinneir & Tombs, 


MdLags, 0, MaaiASO JANE, Upper Norwood. June 26, Langton & Son, Queen 
Mo hy ~~ RICHARD, Peckham, Gent. July 24. Thompson & Groom, 


nem 
Y, Cumberland, Gent. July 1. Wright & Brown, 


ia 
PAYE, JOuN 1 RIcHARD, South Kensington, Captain. June 30. Barren, Bouverie st 
Renweee, | THomMas Morty, Chancery lane, Solicitor. June 15. Mote & Co, 


h sq 
Suaw, Epwazp, Worksop, Nottingham, Maltster. June 30. Coulson, Worksop 
Suaw, Evizasetu, Coten End, Warwick. July 16. Fras. R. Moore, Warwick 


Gass, Dons LusuineTon, Hove, Brighton. June 20. Upperton & Bacon, 
rs 
SmiTH, WILLIAM, West Brighton, Gent. June 28. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry 


STEEDS, ELIZABETH, Frome, Somersetshire. July 1. Rossiter, Coleman st 
Sronz, ANNE, Henley st. June 25. Jordan & Son, Westminster chambers 
TANTON, ELIZABETH ANNE, Regent's park. July 1. Thomson & Ward, Nicholas 


lane 
TaYLor, JasE, Leymoor, York, June28. Learoyd & Simpson, Huddersfield 
Tatoo, 4 Waa Teddington, Warehouseman. Aug 1. Mott & Dent, Bedford 


Wazus,’ WIM, Leeds, Estate Agent. Sept1. Butler & Middlebrook, Leeds 


Weeemm., fay my Avucustus, Porchester ter, Esq. July 7. Field & Co, Lin- 
Wi.14Ms, Mary, Rhydarwen, Carmarthenshire. June 30. Browne, Carmarthen 


Wus0n, Jamus, Chenies, Buckingham, Farmer. July 15. Bedford, Amersham 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette-—FRIDAY, May 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ADAMSON, WILTIAM Boyes, } Newcastle on Tyne, Druggist. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet ng 23. Ord May 

—— WILLUAM JOHN  ereuaeere, Giyaweliy, Llanbedrog, Carnarvon, 

Bangor. Pet May 23. Ord May 

eee GrorGE, New Humberstone, preontend out of employment. Leicester. 

‘et May 23. Ord May 23 

Barton. THomas, Ulverston, 5 anes, Farmer. Ulverston and Barrow in Furneas, 
Pet May it. Ord May 

BELLINGHAM. JOHN, Savoy ides, Strand, Traveller. High Court. Pet March 9. 


‘ay 23 
BILnaM, Sa Stalham, Norfolk, Harness Maker. Norwich. Pet May 25, Ord 


May 

Bowzinc, Stevens, Howden, Yorks, Painter. Kingston upon Hull. Pet May 
24. ay 

Baccgs. Ge Gasnen, Yartey 3 rd, Stamford hill, Minister of Religion. High Court. 


Carrey. ~Hlon Cor, 5 P sensbens sq, Barrister at Law. High Court. Pet 
9. a 
Curva, Apeaun, Sandal rd, Camden rd, Public House Manager. High Court. 
Pet May 256. Ord May 25 
rene 3 y? Hancock, Aberavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Neath. Pet May 24. 
ay 
oe, ar mE Frodingham, Lincoln, Pig Iron Maker. Oldbury. Pet May 


DAWES, GEORGE Avavsrvs, Instow, Devon, Gent. Barnstaple. Pet May 25. 
Ord May 25 


Dusqnour J AMES yeh Daventry, Northampton, Chemist. Northampton. 

ay 21. Ord 

EpWARDS, FREDERICK OuiNCE, Ryde, I W, Tobaccon'st. Newport and Ryde. 
Pet May 2%. Ord Ma: Ee 

Exuis, GEORGE, Ashbury, Berks, Miller. Swindon. Pet May10. Ord May 23 


Evans, BENJAMIN, ZrenGunncck, nr Newport, Mon, Draper. Newport, Mon. 
Pet May 11. Ord May 
Evans, bilge Cardiff vBrick Merchant. Cardiff. Pet May 21. Ord May 21 


Win1iaAM Wrxse, Lendport, Hampshire, Furniture Dealer, 
Portemouth. Pet May 2. Ord Ma 
Furmnt, JAMES a RD, Solon rd, Brixton, Clerk. High Court. Pet May 25. 


Ord May 
Foor, , LIONEL Raven, Vict Victoria st, Westminster, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet 
4 ay 25 
eusmios. Epuram Hyman, Burdett rd, Bow, Wardrobe Dealer. High Court 
Pet April 20. Ord May 25 
Hovontox, HeEnvEN, Old Kent rd, Grocer. High Court. Pet May 25. Ord 


JOSEPH 2 5 and + JOSEPH, Leeds, Merchants. Birmingham. Pet 
May 2. Ord -“ 
Bianp, Thornfield rd, 8) ’s 


KNIGHT, JAMES, an CK HARRISON 
Bush oy in Oriental G Goods. High Court. Pet May 25. Orda 25 


Lewis, CHartEs, Old Town, Croydon. Croydon. Pet April 30. Ord May 20 
Lytu, CHARLES, Waterloo, Lancs, Brewer. Liverpool. Pet May 23. Ord May 23 


Macum. Src, Kingston upon Hull, Hardware Dealer. Kingston upon Hull. 
t May 24. Ord May 24 
MaynIna, JAMES, Torquay, Baker. Exeter. Pet May 24. Ord May 24 


Mantas, ry Resting. Essex, Brush Manufacturer. High Court. Pet May 
M a Ola Kent rd, Fancy Dealer. High Court. Pet May 23, Ord 
MorGAN, EVAN, Newtown, Mont., Boot Maker. Newtown. Pet May 2. Ord 
Nromgtey Wi Wu, Gt Yarmouth, Grocer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet May 2%. Ord 


Nontox, owas Jaume, | Shaftesbury, Dorsetsbire, Plumber, Salisbury. Pet 

a Ord May 2 

Pernorr W. TLLIAM THOMAS. Lampe, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders. Exeter. 
Pet May 24. Ord May 

PHARAOH, PETER, Tailantivc, near = gga Builder. Cockermouth and 
Workington. Pet May 2. Ord May 

OH, CHARLES, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Chair Manufacturer. High Court. 

Pet May 23. Ord May 23 

Suirn, Writ1AM James, Leicester, Grocer. Leicester. Pet May 12. Ord May 24 


Saree aes, Todmorden, Yorks, Warp Sizer. Burnley. Pet May 23. 
r 
Taonga, 8, CATHERINE, Milford Haven, Sailmaker. Pembroke Dock. Pet May 25. 


Uxswonra, gk Widnes, saath, Refreshment House Keeper. Liver- 
Pet May 25. Ord May 
ALEER,  cmateas Harry, Gobvidge, Staffs, Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and 


Tunstall. Pet May 24. Ord May v4 
Warp, FREDERICK, Bristol, Bootmaker. Bristol. Pet May2i1. Ord May 23 


Wangae, | WILLIAM 3 a. Ord May 29 Fenchurch st, Commission Agent. High Court. 
et 2 a 
Wanye, amae, | Gt Suffolk st,. Borough, Bootmaker. High Court. Fet May 


WEBB, 5 Tuowas, Cambridge rd, Bethnal green, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet 
Waeaniny, THOMAS Tom, Nottingham, Bootmaker. Nottingham. Pet May 
24 
Wrucitmn, Gxondn Davip, Holdenhurst, Hants, Miller. Poole. Pet May 24: 
24 


WHITEWAY, Ronenr, Liverpool, Cab Proprietor. Liverpool. Pet Moy 11. Ord 


May 24 

Wmt4ana, Ca 9 age Spring Mattress Maker. Manchester. Pet 
May 23. Ord 

woe. 2s BERNARD GzonaE, Union ct, Old Broad st, Solicitor. High Court. Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ADAMSON, W1tt1AM BowsER, Newcastle on Tyne, Druggist. June 6at11. Off 
Kiec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 

BaEee, & ~—— paler Wamderctons, Leicester, out of employment. June 6 at 

ne, cester 
Baw, ‘Mauna i olyhead rd, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Juneéatii. Off 
ea a Innkeeper. June § at 3.15, 
won, LBERT Teomas, ethe . x, une 8 a 

Shirehall, Chelmsf : 

CaLam, WILLIAM, East Acklam, Yorks, Farmer. June 3 at 11.30. Talbot Hotel, 
New Malton, York: 

CatrEe.t., THomas, N crthampton, Grindery Dealer, June4at4, County Court, 
Northampton 





rig et 


Onmepuix, Riots Hiway, Southampton, Cutler, Ju ne 8 at it. 


macas: Leeds, Bookseller, June 7 at & ‘Dastonata bleh Poe " 


Cours inooln’s inn fields 

Dasizy y, THowAs Goring. Bishop's Oloere, Gloucester, Parmer. June 3 at 
ur Edenbridge, Kent, Farmer. June $ at 2.30. Spencer 

ae) Miller. June 8 at 11.90, OS Res, Got 

Prauise, Wrrssax Wrrszant, Landport, Hampshire, Purniture Dealer. Juneé 

Gaarezs, Jeux SAmes, Pipe, Cee June 7 at 11. 18, Frankfort st, 

Grove, WILLIAM, Hereford, Nurseryman. June 6 at 230. 2, Offa st, Hereford 


HAL, Jon, Manchester, Waiter. June 7 at 11. Off Rec, Ogden's chbra, 
Brid ge st, Manchester 


Haxxnnom, Guonen Hnmay, Wereleh, Peik Betineni *June4at ii. W Brown, 
solicitor, Church st, Warwick 

Hornspy, He» eg Durham, Saddler. June 7 at ti. Off 

Hont, paella entre a Essex, Butcher. June 8 at 3.20, 
Shirehall, Chelmsford a, 

Jonzs, Davin, Rhosllanerchrugog, nr Wrexham, Butcher, June 7 at 12. Oounty 

Wrexham 

KenninG, ANN, and Frep KenninG, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocers. June 7 at 
11.30. Off Reo, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Lire, Matesuam, , Merchant. June 7 at 11.30. Off Reo, Ogden’s 

MANNING, James, Torquay, . June7at3. Castle of Exeter, Exeter 

Massey, Jonny, Santora. Nottinghamshire, Farmer. June ati2. Off Reo, 


1, High pa t, Nottingham 

Motsow, Wasnie on peenne Lincolnshire, Hay Merchant. June 15 
at 12. County Uourt, 

Norton, Epwry James, Shaftesbury, Dorsetshire, Plumber. June 8 at 1.45, 
Off Rec, Salisbury 

Owen, JonN, and Henry Owen, Bangor, Slate Manufacturers. June 10 at 12.90, 


pag ae Soe Bangor 


Tuomas, Luppitt, Devon, Olerk in Holy Orders. June 8 at 
3. ‘Dulnbin Hotel, Honiton ee 


Posttx, Tuomas, Ashton under Lyne, Traveller. June 23 at2. Town hall, Ash- 
ton under L 
Joux Cranes, Ouxh Cuxham, Oxfordshire, Miller, June 17 at 11.90, Off 
gare, Witstaie James, Leicester, Grocer. June 7 at 12,30. 28, Friar lane, 
SUGDEN, sare: Cabinet Maker. June 6at 11, Off Reo, 22, Park row, 
jUMNER, Tacwss, Bivww., Cheha, Uetneneee. June 9 at if. 
row, 
THOMPSON. ds my OHN, Somerby, Leicestershire, Publican. June 4 at 12. 
28, Friar Jane, Leicester 
and," PREDERICE 3 Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Juns 10 at 12.30. Off Reo, 
Warson. Taro, Batley, Yorks, Oll Extractor. Jane 3 at 8. Off Rec, Bank 
Watpovses, Ep Enw 4nD. Pontefract, Jeweller. June 3 at 12.80, Off Ree, Bond 
Tr, 
WititaMs, Evan, Bangor, Printer. June 10 at 11.90. Queen’s Head Cafe, 


Wi1s0%, SAscvEt, Brightlingsea, Essex, Carpenter. June ¢ at 10, Townhall, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ANGERSTEIN, WILLIAM JoHN NeETTLEsHIP, Lianbedrog, Oarnarvonshire, 
Bangor. Pet May 21. | Ord May 23” 6 
ar" a Stalham, Norfolk, Harness Maker. Norwich. Pet May 25, 


Bunatiy, Tac Tuowas Mansmaxt, Birkenhead, Solicitor. Birkenhead, Pet May 


Omari, IGHaD Henry, Southampton, Cutler. Southampton. Pet May 
; Y OnAkiee ROWsRD, Abérgevenny, Mon, Gunmaker. Tredegar. Pet 


Ma 21. Ord 
Ooummax. FF, JOHN s, unbridge Wolls, Bookseller. Tunbridge Wells. Pet 


arch 29. Ord 
Cooren Tiscae Liaeee, Portemonth, Builder, Portemouth. Pet March 21, 
Couvee AENHUR, Sandall rd, emden rf, Public louse Manager High Court. 


Ord May 18 
Pet May 25. Ord May 25 we 
Pesrhaia, Bet May 9. OF eS 
Drvatn, THomas, Hever, nr Bdsabetdges Kent, Farmer. Tunbridge Wells. 
Pet April Ord May 24 
Duan, hem, Laneetlen, Fetes, Oldham. Pet 
nr Littleborough, Lancashire, Grocer. Oldham. Pet 


E118, GEORGE, ‘Ashbury, Berks, Miller, Swindon. Pet May. Ord May 2% 
Ord May 20 
PEE Gouri. Bot ApE 16. Ord Wool Exchange, Coleman st, Merchant, High 
LASSEY, Fredheet «1-8 Liverpool, Commi-sion Mer- 
etn Lives Lnveapeat ol Bet Apr at. Ord May 28 

Cleveland st, Fitzroy eq, Carpet Salesman, High 


on ee Pet May 20. wien 

Hatt, Jonny, Manchester, Waiter. Manchester. Pet May 2t. Ord May 23. > 
Birareny, Catnes Haat, Wee ete Warwick. Pet May 17. 

Thornton C 
Hanson, Rirvwonpe, Frant rd Heath, Laundryman. roydon. Pet, 
JoNES, DAVID, Hpcetinereeng ee aaa Be ahem Denbighshire, Butcher. 
Wrexham. May 23 

JONES, » Rosner, Liangeliag, Innkeeper. Wrexham. Pet Apr 18.) 
LEWIS Gnonye Cardiff, Glass Merchant, Cardiff. Pet Apr19. Ord May 26 « 
Lurrorz, eS aee F ah ee eee ea High Court, Pet Feb 
aanncmns, Guonan, Pickering, , Yorks, Coal Dealer, Scarborough. Pet May 18.: 


MawwiNe, Jakes, Torquay, Baker. Exeter. Pet May %. Ord May 2 ‘ 


James THOMAS, Hastings, Eating-house Keeper. Hastings. Pet May 5, 
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MOL: , Warrram, “at Yarmouth, Grocer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet May 24, Ord 





i & 








rT Lyne, Brewers’ Traveller. Ashton under Lyne 
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under 
e Stalybrid fee Pen May th Ord May 2 
: ‘ti Hom, Southport, Lancs, + of business. Liverpool. Pet 


29.. ‘Ord y 23 
‘nee beens D, Cardiff. 1 Hay Merchant. Cardiff. Pet Aprili4. Ord May 25 
f urrn, set James, Leicester, Grocer. Leicester; Pet May 12. Ord May 24 
ore, eum Tuomas, Chester, Schoolmaster. Chester. PetMay18. Ord 
prose 5" maeetas, Todmorden, Yorks, Warp Sizer. Burnley. Pet May 23. 
Taytor, Guasuns, Mold, Joiner. ‘Chester. Pet March 19. Ord May 2% 
a Birmingham, Drysalter. Birmingham. Pet May 20, Ord 


Towsassp. JAMES, GEORGE TOWNSEND, and ROBERT TOwNsED, Colne, Lancs 

‘ Cotton Spinners. Burnley. Pet April 27. Ord May : : 

arene. Onna Harry, Cobrid; Stafford, Grocer. Hanley, Burslem, and 

Pet May 24. Ord May %. 

weer 7 Tuomas Joun, Nottingham, Boot Maker. Nottingham. Pet May 

1a Onc. Hi "Humny Jonn, Fitsroy st, Fitzroy sq. High Court. Pet May 

Wit1uaMs, Fiecerss. Hulme, eoepentes, Spring Mattress Manufacturer. Man- 
chester. Pet May 23. O1d May 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 
Epwarp RowLanp Geneurglyn, Oardigan, Farmer. Aberystwith. 


Owen, Te Feb 95. Annul May 2 
LLB, JOHN ym. a Lancs, Calico Printer. Salford. Adjud 


July 2 6, Annul May » 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 31. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aveny. I Fignex Gesos, Birmingham, Case Maker. Birmingham. Pet May 27. 


Pelny t Watrsr, Bricrley hill, Stafford, Drayman. Stourbridge. Pet 
yi. Ord Bast i 
ng, 


‘ Yorks, Farmer. Kingston upon Hull. Pet May 
+7 ay 
iene Warren Guar, Cambridge, General Dealer. Cambridge, Pet May 26, 


Ord’ May 
 ISABRLLA, Saffron Walden, Essex, Repository Keaper. Cambri 

Pet May 27. Ord May 27 pi ‘ 7. 

Pes Geena, Gre Green st, Bethnal green, Leather Merchant. High Court. 

mane Yo cambrlage * Hyde pk, Lodging House Keeper. High Court. 


Pet May 
Coons, PHILP Cheol row, Wandsworth, Chemist. Wandsworth. Pet April 


ent om Birmingham, Gent. Birmingham. Pet May 12. Ord 
Govan, James, Bristol, Baker. Bristol. Pet May 27. Ord May 27 
Hammon, Isaac, Brighton, Grocer. Brighton. Pet May 26. Ord May 26 
JONATHAN, Seaton. nr Hornsea, Yorks, Farm Kiagst 
Hull. ‘Pet May 37, Ord May #7 m allserigg etter 
Harrison, ~ noammameed Tibthorpe, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet May 27. Ord 
JACKSON, wan Yates, Harrogate, Butcher, York. Pet May 26. Ord May 26 


an bet ley E wngaax Teowas, Fulbeck, Lincolnshire, Farmer, Nottingham. 
a 18. Ord May 28 
cum Boston, Yorks, Publican. York. Pet May 25. 


Ps 
see. Birmingham, Furniture Dealer. Birmingham. Pet April 21. 
Mipatzy, Joun, jun, Bradford, Yorks, Bootmaker. Bradford. Pet May 27. 


Negatz, E. 8r. Jonny, Albemarle st, Ficondill Lieutenant in Navy. 
Court. Pet March 17. Ord May ra eee ae 
Powkt., Lewis, Hereford, Architect, "Hereford. Pet May 13. Ord May 26 
vate Burton on Trent, Painter. Burton on Trent. Pet May 25. Ord 
SHARMAN, Wit1JAM, and Atrren Henry CATLING, Billiter bldngs, Billite 
8q, Hemp brokers. High Court. Pet May ii. Ord May” . 
Surcock, Joun, Leicester, Corn Dealer. Leicester. Pet May 27. Ord May 27 
Sra, erat THoMAs, Hove, Sussex, Stock Broker. Brighton. Ord 
Tuomas, Davin, Carmarthen, Merchant. Carmarthen. Pet May 25. Ord 
Watson, Ropert, Howden, Yorks, Painter. Kingston upon Hull. Pet May 27. 


Ord May 27 
"ive Nantwich, Grocer. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet May 26. Ord 


FIRST MEETINGS 
——" F. W., Ramegate, Draper. June 8ati2, Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 


reget, bm ae Epwarp, Munster Park, Fulham. June 9 at 12. 33, Uarey st, 
BosHIER, es, Beak st, Regent st, Grocer. June 7 at 12. 33, Carey st, 





eile oT a ag Essex, Bi, Repeaitery Keeper.. Jane 10 at 2.45. 
Bont, James, Worth, Kent, Aromcaedllyy "ai 10at 10. 32, St George’s st, Can- 
ea , Highbury, Merchant. June 8 at 11. 383, Carey st, 

OHN, Coleman st, Builder. June7ati1. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 

Oui ganas tre Abergavenny, Mon.,Gunmaker. June 8 at 12. Off 
Da ms rows Hasoocx, Aberavon, Glam., Grocer. June 7 at 11.45. Cast'e 
Da ees rd, Forest Hill, Builder. June 7 at 2.30, 33, Carey 
Coe beg rg Leeds, Tobacconist. June 7 at 4. Bankruptcy 

ogy i, ot, Kingsland, Cheesemonger. June 7at12. 33, Carey st, 


Whitehall place Clerk. June Sat 12. Bank uptcy bidgs, 





Farrar, Orman.es Epmunp, Roydon, Essex, no occupation. June7atii. 30 and 


31, St. Swithin’ s lane 
Frost, WALTER Isaac, Ma’ rd, Stoke Newington, Root Salesman. June 7 at 
11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Futcner, GrorcE, Cricketfield rd, ~~ prpameeies Potato Salesman. June 8 at 
2.30. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
HEATON, JAMES, Barking rd, Canning Town, Tailor. June 9 at 11. 33, Carey st, 
i M i 
J Acxson< oun "YATES, Harrogate, Butcher. June 8 at 2.30. Off Rec, 17, Blake 
t. York 
Jowns, Epwanp, Newtown, Montgomery, Tin Plate Worker. June 8 at 1. Off 
c, Lianidloes 


- JONES, MAURICE, Queen Victoria st, Financial Agent. June 9 at 11. Bankruptcy 


T incoln’s inn 
Lane Gienes WInsaM Tuomas, Fulbeck, Lincoln, Farmer. June 11 at 12.30, 
Public Room, Fulbeck, Lincoln 
Lavy, Txomas, Clifford cum Boston, Yorks, Publican. June 8 at 1. Off Reo, 


Leen, Saaares, Waterloo, Lancs, Brewer. June8at3. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 


Mason, JosePH FREDERICK, Holman rd, Battersea, Confectioner. June 9 at 3. 
109, Victoria st, Westminster 
MorGAN, myax, Newtown, Montgomery, Bootmaker. June 7 at 1. Oft Reo, 


Nrcmgrs, WILLIAM, Gt Yarmouth, Grocer. June 7 at 4.15. Off Rec, 8, King st, 


Nortucrort, GrorGE, Seaforth, Lancs, Surveyor. June 8 at 8, Off Reo, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

NYE, ORR OTER, Regent's pk rd, Stationer. June 8 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
coln’s inn 

PHARAOH, PETER, Tallan nr Cockermouth, Cumberland, Builder. June 7 at 
12. 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 

RUSSELL, WILLIAM Hutcurnson, Kilham, Yorks, Farmer. June 7 at 12.30. Bell 
Hotel, Driffield 

Taos. DAY, Carmarthen, Merchant, June 9 at 11. Off Rec, 11, Quay st, 

armarthen 

Trimm, RicHarp Curtis, Hersham, Walton on Thames, Contractor. June 8 at 
12. Cannon st Hotel 

meee CATHARINE, Widnes, Lancs, Refreshment House Keeper. June 9 at 
8. Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Wier WILLIAM, Aldersgate st, Paper Merchant, June8atii. Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

WHEATLEY, Tuomas JOHN, Nottingham, Bootmaker. June 7 at 12. Off Rec, 1, 
High pavement, Nottingham 

Wuicuer, GrorGe Davin, Holdenhurst, Hants, Miller. June 9at 1. Criterion 
Hotel, Bournemouth 

Ware EBENEZER, King’s Low. Norfolk, Accountant. June 8 at 10.30. 

B Whall, Market sq, King’s Lynn ’ 

waters BENJAMIN WILSON, Diss, Norfolk, Builder. June7 at 12.15. Off Rec, 
2, Westgate st, Ipswich 

Wr.i1ams, Tomas, Huime, Manchester, Spring Mattress Maker. June 10 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
AMM. yee Srmon, Birmingham, Case Maker. Birmingham. Pet May 27. 
14 


Ban, MARKS, Fiahyheed 5 rd, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Uoventry. Pet 
ay 19 
BILiwGwAM, WALTER,  prieriey hill, Drayman. Stourbridge. Pet May2i. Ord 


May 25 
Boxxart, Waren, G Gray, Cambridge, General Dealer. Cambridge: Pet May 
26. rd Ma 
Brown, Berman Ses Walden, Essex, Repository Keeper. Cambridge. Pet 
ay 27 
B 5 Ae EpMunD, ement, I W, Hotel Proprietor. Newport and Ryde. 
ot April 19. Ord "May 18 
sepoeres, Wetherfield, Essex, Innkeeper. Chelmsford. Pet 


y 26 
Cass, JAMES, Bury, Takes, Ironfounder. Bolton. Pet Marchi 26. Ord May 26 
Cmte Emma, Worcester, Mantle Dealer. Worcester. Pet May 16. Ord 


Comm, 5 jones, Dav, Gurrard,I W, Builder. Newportand Ryde. Pet April 


Davis, Louisa, and SARAH DAve, Bristo], Umbrella Manufacturers, Bristol. 
Pet May 16. Ord May 26 

EpWarps, FREDERICK CLincu, Ryde, I W, Tobacconist. Newport and Ryde. 
Pet May 23. Ord May 24 

Evans, WILLIAM, Cardiff, Brick Merchant. Cardiff. Pet May 2i. Ord May 25 


HARpDSsTONE, W1tL1AM, South Lee, Kent, Butcher. Greenwich. Pet Dec 14 
Ord March 39 


HARRISON, SOmnema, | Bona iter a Hornsea, Yorks, Farmer. Kingston upon 
ay 
HOLLING, Jou, Tankersley, Yorks, Innkeeper. Barnsley. Pet May 13. Ord 


Ma) 

Hunt, Enuunp CLIFFORD, West Hanningfield, Essex, Butcher. Chelmsfor1. 
Pet May 20. Ord May 26 

Jackson, OWEN YATES, Harrogate, Butcher, York. Pet May 46. Ord May 27 


Letsy, Tuomas, Olifford cum Boston, Yorks, Publican. York. Fet May 25. 
Ord May 26 


Maan, aeny, Old Kent road, Fancy Dealer. High Court. Pet May 23. Ord 

a 

Mma, sous, jun, Bradford, Boot Maker. Bradford. Pet May 27. Ord 
y 


Mawanen, W aEsan, Newport, I W, Baker. Newportand Ryde. Pet April 21. 

Ord May 

NorTucrort, GEORGE, Seaforth, Lancashire,Surveyor. Liverpool. Pet May 18. 
Ord May 27 


OwEN yume, we A bys OwEN, Bangor, Slate Manufacturers. Bangor. Pet 

PHARAOH, = Bog Telentive oe ee, Builder. Cockermouth and 
Workington. Pot May 24. 0 Ord May 

Reep, Jouw LANGHAM, and EDWARD onal ym > gpersanaaes yard, Con- 
tractors. Court of Appeal. Pet March. Ord 
7 i Shaw, nr Oldham, Cotton Soinney Oldham. Pet May 

RYLB, Gxoncr, _ 5. ae on Trent, Painter. Burton on Trent. Pet May 25. Ord 

y 

Sanpys, W. A., Fleet st, M ing Director of pate Time Table Publish- 

ing Co, eo oheg Pot Maxch #6 Ord May 


< 
Unswortu. Oa’ idnes, Lancs, at bn Keeper. Liverpool 


THARINE, W. 
Pet May 25. Ord May 27 
W1111AMs, Evan, Bangor, Printer. Bangor, Pet Mayi7. Ord May 26 
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WRAY, c haten, Fibesten upon Holl, Solicitor. Kingston upon Hull, Pet Apr 





at-law, of 
Wru0E, Jos JOSEPH, Nantwich, Grooér. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet May 25. Ord 
ay 26 re 
‘ aged ~ ee 
Havane.— May 26, at Walton-on-Nage, William 
iw, one 

WARNING TO INTENDING HovsE PURCHARERS AWD LussEms— Before hasin @ : "May, 22, award Quite Watoughby, # Rottot-overe se 
or renting a house have the Sanitary arrangem Oo. ti Victoria _ 

expert The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co. -_ 
mister (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the geste of Offices, me } 


FURNISH ON | enna & Sracey’s System; Ni 
60 wholesale firms. Offices, % Queen Victoria-st. 
Mall, 8.W.. & 9, Liverpool-st.. EC. Goods delivered poten 


and STUTTERERS should read a little book 


STAMMERERS 
Baron’s Court House, West Kensington, vot price 13 by Me. The A ae 








Deposit; 443. or 3 years 


The Subscription to the Sotsorsoms’ JovenaL te—Town, 26, 64, ; 
| Country, 288. 6d. ; with the Wauxry Ruronrsn, 533. Payment in ad~ 
vancs includes Double Numbers-and- Postage. ean have 





after suffering nearly 40 years, cured himself by a method his own.— their Volumcs bound at the offlce—cldth, 28. 4. 6d.," half lai » cal/, Ga. 6A. 
Seed hy fee ee Fs 
SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. CONTENTS. 
—M Hopasor, Law B + the Auction Rooms, 115, Chancery- | UUBBENT TOPIOS .---...+«--+---« -«« 508 ConERines” 
"S W.C. stl ts (nes BB warn this weeks p. 4 4). 7 Comernaaee IAARILeEIES ou. BARE~ o<ms - 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 
Dagreeon—May 27, at Edinburgh, the wife of Mark George 
of @ son. 





sent eee 





TRANSFER BILL ...+00++e«seeseees O05 ° 
506 SCS CHESS Cee eee CEOS Sil 
detscoesscosecesstecee SIZ 
+e OSC SOR ee eee 
SeSC eC eeeeeroee 514 


Davidson, advocate, Sceueveee Noreen céencoseeuell aa 














SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 
Guaranteed re Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “‘the most nutritious, per- | 
fectly digestible beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and C ‘hildren.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it - 


' all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


with starch, &c., and In REALITY cuEAPER than such | 
Mixtures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful | 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a hal ny. 
Coocoatrwa a La Vanriue is the most delicate, ae, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 
{n tins at Is. 6d., 38., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
H, Scuwezirzer & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C. 


— ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 


94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE BER ¢ MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


| TO rer eal Bench, int iench, Corporation of 2 tone Ely mag (HOWARD'S PATENT.) 
1,000 Leaf Book, 5s. 64. 
500 Leaf Book, 3s. 64. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. Be 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars. Town Clerks, | 74k BEST LETTER OOPYING BOOK OUT. 


WODDERSPOON & ©CO., 
1, SERLE STREET, ax 1, PORTUGAL STREET, 
LINOOLN’S INN, W.O. 





ESTABLISHED 1689. 











THE GHANGERY LANE SAFE DEPOSIT 


Contains nearly 
An absolutely 
secure place. 
Easy of access 
for Storing 
DOCUMENTS, 
WILLS, DEEDS, 
BONDS, 
LEASES, and all 
kinds of 
VALUABLES. 


2 
= 
| il 
A 


“He 
bo 


Burglar-Proof 
and Fire-Proof. 





10,000 Safes and Strong Rooms. 
Guarded Night 
and Day. 


hd; | 
ails he 
a 


ES ma. 


[eanee 
| aes (iii Rooms. 
J x= slit? 


an 
Fas 


BR 
a 
= 
= 
: 


VIEW OF ONE OF THE STRONG ROOMS FITTED WITH SAFES. 


Each Renter has a separate 


Safe or Strong Room, and is possessed of the only 


key to it in existence, thus ensuring complete Privacy and Security. 
Prospectus and Cards of Admission to view sent Post-Free on application. to the Manager, 


THE CHANCERY LANE SAFE DEPOSIT, 6! & 62, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 4, 1887. 








AWYERS’ PRAYER ‘UNION. - — Tt i is 

to hold another Social and Religious 

for rs and Solicitors, and 

AY = Siggy my JUNE 16th, 

e Chair. Any Gentlemen 

oF their oer, who desire 

to attend, or in inviting others, are re- 
ane to “scu *; H. O. Nisset, 35, Lincoln’s- 





Ve you want Money without Fees—amounts 
£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 
. personally if possible, 48, Great Tower- 





DUOATION.—To Solicitors and other 
Professional Men and Gentlemen of Limited In- 
come.—A few boys, sons of the above, are admitted 
into a well-known School of high tone on greatly 
fees.—For full particulars address, in og 
confidence, “Mu,” care of Messrs. Relfe Bros., 6, 
Charterhouse-buildings, Aldersgate, City, E.O. 





SLOLIOITORS. .—A fine Suite of Offices 
feree or five Rooms) to be Let, at New Stone- 
Soneneary. lame, ots close to the Law Courts 
light ; every convent = Bagge i 

ence; moderate ren 
Uso of elegant Eg ly t the O Tlosten’s Often te a 

= at the Co 8 , in 

the Hall of 68 and 64, Chancery_in lane. " ec 


i Fes STATIONERS, hve fomgrong and 
Others.—Convenient Premises to be "Let in 
Ghancery-lane Bele Denoatt highted 
e te 
by electric light, ont Sees, with eve convenience; 
rent, — y at once a ecto’ 
Office, in the Hall Note and 64, Chaneery-lane, W.C. . 








ROUND FLOOR.—Fine large Premises 

to be Let in Lénoein’e-tan-elis ; well gutted to 

w oners. and others 

} py be bh Te the Law Courts; splendid situa- 

moderate rent. — Appl ly to Attendant, 8 and 

rae ’s-inn-fields; or at the Collector’s Office, in 
of 68 and 64, Chancery- lane. 


FFIOES to = balla — Some splendid 
Rooms a aI 
Courts, the Patent Office, and the Uhansery-lane 





Bafe Deposit; lighted Sr ‘clectric light, and with 

every, convenience ; moderate famed well suited for a 
yo wt -- 

= Cline. Offien or patent agent.—Apply at 

cery-lane. 


in the Hall of 63 and 64, Chan- 





FFIOFS and CHAMBERS, close to the 
ae Lae Soars, to be vg in .s , eon -ceastes 
suites at a eaale” Gameah —Apply, ee edeeatbars: 

ag ee or to Messrs. 


Strand | yg ite New-inn) ; 1 
Pail Mal, A me Surveyors, 14, Cockspur-street, 
" SOLICITORS and Others. — Lofty 
and Wi ted Offices and Chambers to be 
] Lonsdale bers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
soprosts the manag Law Courts). Also large, well- 
‘urnished ae Arbitrations &c.— 
Apply to tre & Co.. Chartered 
sents, on the premises. 











Account- 





(Cj T4MBEES for CITY GENTLEMEN! 

(aaubeas for PROFESSIONAL GEN- 
TLEMEN ! 

((jHAMBERS and OFFICES COMBINED 





(PEMPLE CHAMBERS (Residential and 

Herd Conk, Gee Siie the T. close to the 

Lincoln’ s- and _ the 

Strand aad within five minutes’ walk of the City ; 

and with immediate rail and omni 
3 parts of town. Hydronic i itt, 
from ey tag ht woge Arey —y A peg 
ADDY 

Secretary or the Steward, on the premises, T' le 

pe ig ll nap EA C. ‘ita 


ESSRS. oi in ah SECON, cnouate 
47, Leicester-sq 





and Fine 





rae MORTG&GS INSURANCE OOR- 
RATION, LIMITED. 
AMOUNT oF > CAPITAL ‘SUBSCRIBED, £710,000 


Offices of the ion— 
Wiptieste oa higg ) ny E. eo. 


Rt. Hon 
Sir SYDNEY He ten Bart Depaty- Chairman 
Policies ore _— ae eka 
insuring Mortg Ne bare] 


Property. holies” of 1 and 
Desens Stock, me oe of pai and in- 


rest 

“Te Policies wa be of especial advantage to 
Trustees who may be held ible for losses 
consequent upon t he Investmen 

Mortgagors with the Corporation will 
also be enabled to obtain Advances at the lowest 
possible rate of interest. 

The Corporation also grants Policies to Lease- 
holders insuring the return of the Amount invested 
at — expiration of their leases or at any fixed 

8. 
For particulars and coniiieng, of Insurance apply 


to the Secretary. 
ye JAS, C. PRINSED” Secretary. 


Rtv ene. and LIFE INTE 
' RESTS in LANDED or FUNDED PROPERTY 
or other Securities and eg Ht Sf ag ry or Loans 
or Annuities thereon gran UITABLE RE- 
VERSIONARY INTEREST OOLETY. LIMITED), 10, 
Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Stran: Established 
1835. Capital, £500,000. Interest on Loans may be 


capitalized. 
z 8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries 


OBTHEEN AS ASSURAN CE COMPANY. 
Lompor: 1, Moorgate-street, nO. Azsunpzrx: 1, 


Unio 
INCOME & FUNDS (2886) : — 
Fire —o « on ove eo £577,000 
Life Premiums . ose ose es 191,000 
Interest... ove ) oes es 132,000 
Accumulated Funds oo = até BS 184,000 


ESTABLISHED 18651. 
IRKBEOK BAN K.=— 
Southampton-bufidings, Chancery lane. 

THREE per CENT. I allowed on 
oo us able on demand. 

r on CURRENT 

ACCOUNTS celeulated on the ego monthly 
balances, when not drawn below £100, 


e Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
ritings, and other 











lars, t's a on application. 
FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager. 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
Plate to announce that their Sales by Auction Od 


, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious 8S: 
So, oe are _— on Mondays, ‘Wednesdays, Toursiage, 
“"The ett attention of Solicitors, Executors, 


Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
or Property of deceased and other 


clients. 

In mence of the frequency of their sales 
Messrs. D. are enabled to to include large or small 
po at short notice (if ). 

Sales of Furniture held at seugen. 

Valuations for Probate or Terms on ap- 
plication to she City ‘Auction Rooms (established 
1798), 38 and 39 urch-street, E.0. 

Meewrs. Jo 








YACHTING GRUISE TO THE LAND OF THE 


fb Negri mae Splendid Steam Yacht ‘‘ OEYLON,” 
tons register. will leave Gravesend on June 

9th aol July 9th for a Twenty-fi 

Cruise to the beautiful N: 


water ote the Is then and 
subseque Manacer, Yacht 
"Ceylon ” “omice, 7, craiees, svely i 8.W. 


SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. 


LASGOW and the pr yy eve arial ~ oy 
Route vii Crinan and 
Mail r COLUMBA or Baar JONA. trom 


Royal 
Giasgow Daily at 7 ‘ome 
connection est, Highland 
wer- 





conveying, in 


th his West 
8 for Oban, Fort- William, 
ness, Lochawe, Bye, Gattloc, Iona, Glencoe, 
Stornoway, &¢ Guide, 34. ; 6d. 
and is., by post, o at W. H. Smith & Sons’ abn 
Bookstalls. Time Bill with Map and Fares free from 


the Sweet, DAVID MacBraxne, 119, Hope-street, 








MILNER’S SAFES. 


MILNER’S Strong, Holdfast, & Fire Resist- 
ing Safes & Banker’s Strong Rooms. 


zs 
MILNER’S DEED BOXES 
For Lawyers... . from 48 


MILNER’S SAFES 
For. Lawyers, spevially fitted 
with japanned boxes from 8 16 
MILNER’S SAFES 
For Booksand documents ,, 8 16 


MILNER’S ey 
or Church Plate... — .. 19 5 


MILNER’S ares 
‘or Jewellery one ooo 16 10 


MILNER’S Fi penn 
2 Registrars, specially oi $ 

MILNER’S SAFES A iit een 3 
Yor Bankers... o pon 52 6 


MILNER’S SAFES 
For Diamonds... .«. 68 4 


MILNER’S SAFE DEPOSITS ... s«- 5,000 0 


ILLUSTRATED DRAWINGS AND ESTIMATES FREE 
BY POST. 


28, Finsbury-pavement, E.C, 
28, Market-street, Manchester. 
MILNER’S, 8, Lord-street, Liverpool, 
MILNER’S, Phoenix Safe Works, Liverpool. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


LAW AND GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1&2, CHANCERY LANE LONDON E.C, 


Yaw Copying and Engrossing. 
Deeds and Writings en; and copied on the Premises 
with p dispatch, at the lowest scale of 
charges. A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts 
LAW PRINTING. 
STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENOE, AFFI 
DAVITS, and other PLEADING, Printed at 1s. per folio. 
DEEDS, oext- ~ Om, MORTGAGES, &c., 


Stesowmhoticneal tar Gaal cn eqpant tneenath, 


aie RAPHY. - 


ABSTRACTS PETITIONS, DRAFTS 
nrorms < oF OF EVIDENCE, Lithographed 











MILNER’, 
MILNER’S, 








PLANS OF ESTATES, SP. CIFICATIONS, BUILD- 5 
ING SOCIETIES’ DEEDS, LEASES, 4c., Lithographed 
with accuracy and dispatch. ' 


PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS 
Samples and Catalogues sent post-free. 


Ce 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. | 
Srery coquitie eater Ge-ahove Acts cnppllet on: Sie 











se ae kept in stock for immediat 
“MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
ly in the form for re 100. 
ved and printed. OFFICIAL” Depa 
oe fon abt No Charge for Sketches. 
Solicitors’ Account: Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(late ASH & FLIN"™), ; 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, a ga E.C. (ourner | 
Annual and be Retarns Stamped and Filed. 
LONDON GAZETTE 


LONDON — and UNTEY ADVERTISRAL 4 
OFFICE.—No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEST 


STREET. 
ENBY GREEN, Advertisement Ag 





N.B. O1 f ad eevee 

ie copy o Boa: on 

strictest care 4 

forms for otantt and file of “ Londoa G 
kept, By appointment. 





AFFI 
folio. 


-rinted 


LAPTS 


UILD- 
raphed 


ERS 





